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Thomas Jeffer on; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
lloads. 

Also (by request), petitions of delegates from Locals Nos. 
374, 444, 460 470, and 504, and from George W. Dolan, Local 
No. 460, of Chicago, Ill., urging the carrying on by the Govern
ment of the work of deepening and broadening sounds and of 
the dredge work on the Great Lakes; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By l\Ir. BllOUSSARD: Petition of Elie H. Flory, of Brous
sard, La., praying that his claim for property confiscated dur
ing the Rebellion be referred to the Court of Claims ; to the 
Committee on 1Var Claims. 

By Mr. DALE: Petitions of the Pioneer Life Insurance Co., 
of Fargo, N. Dak., and the Maryland Life Insurance Co., of 
Baltimore, protesting against mutual life insurance funds in 
the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance of 
the United States of America, of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting 
against a duty on German books; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DYER: Petitions of the l\Iaryland Life Insurance Co., 
of Baltimore, and the Pioneer Life Insurance Co., of Fargo, 
N. Dak., protesting again t mutual life insurance funds in the 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Western Fruit Jobbers' Association of 
America at Denver, Colo., protesting against a duty on ba
nanas; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. B. Thompson, of New Orleans, La., pro
testing against the Clarke cotton-future tax amendment to the 
tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. GR.A.H.A.l\I of Pennsylvania: Petition of the National 
Civil Service Reform League, protesting against the clause in 
the tariff bill referring to appointment of agents :md inspectors 
relative to income-tax work without having passed the civil
senice examination; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Scranton Life Insurance Co., of Scran
ton, Pa., protesting against mutual life insurance funds in the 
income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Interstate Cotton and Crushers' Asso
ciation, protesting against the duty on colored oleomargarine 
and against the prohibitive duty on cottonseed oil by the Aus
tro-Hungarian Government; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By l\Ir. KAHN: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Watsonville and the Pajaro Valley, favoring the passage of the 
bill granting 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the ninth annual convention of California 
.Branch, United National Association of · Post Office Clerks, 
opposing any change in the so-called Reilly eight-hour law; 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LONERGAN: Petition of the Banana Buyers' Pro
tective Association (Inc.), of New York City, protesting against 
a ta.riff on bananas; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. MURRAY of Massachusetts: Petition of the harbor 
and Jand commissioners of the Commonwealth of Massachu
setts, requesting that the policy of the United States with re
gard to the improvement of rivers and harbors be so extended 
that it will permit cooperation of the various States; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of the board of supervisors of 
Trinity County, Cal., favoring the reestablishment of the United 
States land office at Redding, as provided by H. R. 5490; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By l\Ir. J . l\I. C. SMITH: Petition of sundry employees of the 
Treasury Department, asking for an increase in salary; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petitions of the Pioneer Life Insurance Co., of North 
Dakota, protesting against mutual life insurance funds in the 
income-tax bill; to the CommHtee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 21 merchants of Charlotte, Mich., protesting 
against certain provisions of the parcel post; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of the State of Michigan, 
protesting against certain provisions of the parcel post, and of 
H. P. Hathaway, against sending of "held for postage" cards ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California : Petition of the Los 
Angeles Chamber of Commerce, of Los Angeles, Cal., favoring 
the passage of the Nelson-Madden consular bill ( S. 134 and 
H. R. 1723) ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York : Petition of the National 
German-American Alliance of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting 
against a duty on German books; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, July 30, 1913. 

P rayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the part of the Journal be 

again read at the point where the tariff .bill was taken up. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re

quested. 
The Secretary read as follows : 
On motion of :Mr. SIMMONS, the Senate. as in Committee of the 

Whole, resumed the consideration of H. R. 3321--
Mr. GALLINGER. I de ire to call attantion to the fact 

(and I notice that that phraseology has been heretofore u ed in 
the Journal) that it was not on motion but that by unanimous 
consent the bill was taken up. I ask to have that correction 
made, for the reason that those of us on this side are quite will
ing that the bill shall always be taken up by unanimous consent; 
and that has been the request which the Senator from North 
Carolina has made day by day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That correction will be made, and 
with that correction, if there be no other, the Journal will stand 
approved as read. 

1\fr. GALLINGER. I ask that the Journals covering the 
period of the consideration of the tariff bill be corrected to cor
respond to the correction that was made in the Journal this 
morning, showing that the tariff bill has been taken up by 
unanimous <'onsent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That correction will be oruered, 
so as to show that the bill was taken up by unanimous consent, 
that being within the knowledge of the Chair. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama, from the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill ( S. 237 4) provid
ing for the care of the Confederate Stockade Cemetery, John
stons Island, in Sandusky Bay, reported it with an amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 90) thereon. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill ( S. 2715) to amend the military 
record of Jolm P. Fitzgerald, reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 91) thereon. 

IlILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 
A bill ( S. 2856) providing for the retirement of certain · med

ical officers of the Army (with accompanying paper); to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'GORMAN : 
A bill ( S. 2857) to carry out the findings of the Court of 

Claims in the case of Florine A. Albright; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill ( S. 2858) granting a r:;ension to Phebe W. Chase; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND : 
A bill (S. 2859) waiving the age limit for the appointment 

as as istant surgeon in the Medical Re erve Corps in the United 
States Navy in the case of i\1. B. Bransford; to the Corumittee 
on Naval Affairs. 

WITHDRAW AL OF GOVF.RNMEN'I DEPOSITS, ETC. 

1\Ir. LEWIS. I introduce a joint resolution which I ask to 
have read and that it take the usual course. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. Gl) authorizing the Secre
tary of the Treasury under certain conditions when established 
to withdraw Government deposits from certain institutions and 
to withdraw charters and to prevent further enjoyment of the 
same, was read the first time by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDE~T. Does the Senn tor from Illinois 
desire to have the joint resolution read at length? 

Mr. LEWIS. I should like to have the joint resolution read 
at this time, l\fr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read at length. 
The joint resolution was . read the second tirue at length, as 

follows : 
Senate joint resolution {S. J". Res. Gl) authorizing the Secretary of the 

Treasury, under certain conditions when established, to withdraw 
Government deposits from certain institutions and to withdraw char
ters and to prevent further enjoyment of the same. 

Whereas the honorable the Secretary, of the T1·easury of the United 
States in his official capacity has proclaimed to the public by public 
expression that certain banks and banking institutions, existing by 
virtue of the laws of the United States, and doing business by favor 
of the laws of the United States, and exercising privileges by favor 
of the people of the United States, have banded themselves together 
in some form of arrangement and proceeded in ex-ecution of such 
arrangement to intimidate Congress and terrorize the citizens of the 
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United States thr.ough inciting fear of a 11anic; and 1n pursuance .of erence to th~ use of forest lands -and public lands in connection 
their scheme have falsely d epressed securitie>9 of the United States with water-nower developm.ent. I consider this to be a -ve"T'V im-
and discredited the bonds of the United States Government and i> ~.J 
placed them -at dishonor t>efor.e the world, all for the object of infiu- portant matter, and I ask that ic be printed in the RECORD and 
encing legislation ·co.ntrary .to the popular will and to defeat the Presl- . a.1$0 that it be printed as ri. public document. 
dent of the United States, s.peaK.ing in behalf of the people, and to Th ,",;".., b. t• 0-1~ d ed t b · 1 d 
force legislation ,a,long such .I.in.es As shall be profitable to the per- ere v=.u.g no -O Jill! ion, uu.e paper was or er o · e pnn e 
sonal objects a.ruI pUI'lJoses of such institutions ; and as a document and ·also to be printed m the REcoRD, as :follows : 

.Whereas such course and .conduct, if .true as charged, is an offense DEYELOP!!.IENT OF w ATER POWE-R. 
against patriotism and in yJolation of the duty of such institutions, 
due to the .citizens of America, to the prospel'.ity of its people, and iE'INAL PERMIT INVOLVING POWER. 
the honor of the R ept1b-lic: Therefore be it tAct of Feb. 15, 1901 (31 St.at., 7-00). .Regulations o1 Mar. 1, 1913.] 
ResoZveil, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be .authorized in DEPARTMEY.T OF THE l:NT-EJHOR. 

all instances where h e has .evidence of such eonduct ·on the -part of _any WaBhington. 
ins.titutian, corporation, association, or ·person, in -combinatio.n with ea.ch Applicant: International Power & Ma.nufn.cturlng Co.., Spokane, Wash. 
other, in conjuncticm o:r sepai:ate, to duly cite before him the 'repre- Principal works : Dam and power plant. 
sentative of .such institutions or the agents ill' authorities of .such in- Loe.at.ion ·: Ts. 39 and 4!() N., R. 43 El. , Wiillame.tte meridian, Wash-
stitution or institutions, and, "In due :hearing, if the said fa.ct be estab- mcton, on Clark Fork or Pend d'Oreille River. 
lished to his satisfaction, he shall llave the right and the :privilege to Purpose -0.f occupation and u£e -0f public lands: .Construction, opera
pllblicly withdraw the ·Government deposits from such institntion, eor- tion, and maintenance of works :tor the generation., distribution, and nse 
p01·ation, or ve.rson, and make order prohibiting the -sn.id institution, of elerulcal power. 
corpa.ration, association, or perso.n Irom further enjoying any 1Jrivileges Da-t-e of initiation .of ;prioricy : JnJ;y 22, 191'3. 
OT favors ,of the ·Treasury of the United States ·Or of the public moneys Date ·of initiation of vaii-0. rights .ll.S :i.gai..n.st other claimants: July 22, 
of the people 'Of the United States. Atso, in cases and instances, in his :1913. 
judgment justified, he shall hat"e the .right and privilege by public o.r-der , 
to :withdraw the eharters -01 the Baid institutions, wherever such charters 
are issued by or under the authority of the Department -Of the Seere
tary of ·the Treasury ; and shall have autllortty and privilege to issue 
any other order and CM'cy the same into effect. '4:le.prlving the -said 1.n
stitutlons of any r lgbt or ·priv ilege by them or 'it enjoyed under tlle 
United States Treasury or the office l()f the See:retary of the Tr.easury 
of the United States : Pro'V"iilell, That any order of the :S.eeretary -Of the 
U'reasm:y made "In pursuance of the above auth-Ority tihali be subjeet to · 
revision by Congress, thl"ough tis appropriate committees, in the :regu
lar form of legislation as .the procedure -of Congress 'Permits. 

Reso1vea further, 'That the order of the S1ri<l '.Secretary of the Treas
ury, within the he:retofore-namea authority vested in 'him, £hall go into 
effect immediately upon the making <lf th-e said orde:r by the -Secretary 
of the Tr.ea ury 1Wd i"e-main in effect until the same shall either be i·e
versed or mo.difi.ed by the 'Secretary of the Treasury OT by Congress 
through its -app:ropriate av:enues -provided for 'l.'evision o.r reversal of 
any order or action af the :Seeretary of tlle Tr~asory. 

l\Ir. SUIT.EI of ·Georgia. The joint ~resoluti.on will b.e ;referred 
to the OommiUee on !Banking-and Currency, I SU.P::POSe. 

l\fr. LEWIS. l .aeoept the ·s.uggestion -0f the Senator from 
G.eorgia. His judgment of the p.ropriety or appropriateness of 
the reference is better than m.Y own. 

I wish t0 .announce that :r lWill address the Senate on the joint 
resolution at :a due :and proper time. 

Mr. GALLTNGEr... 'The resolving clause of the joint l'eoo1u- , 
ti.on manifestly <mght to b.e changed, and if it is .a c-0ncurren.t 
resolution it also ought to be changed. 

.Mr. LEWIS. I ·acee,pt the -suggestion of the distinguished 
Senator :Drom New Rampshire, and at a later time amendmentB 
will be .made. 

l\Ir. G.ALLIN G-ER. .All Tight. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution wm be re· 

ferred to the Committee o.n Banking and CnuenGy. 
-TAK QN -OP.IUM. 

1\11:. PENROSE submitted fill amendment intended to be :pro
posed by .him to the bill {H. R. :6282) to pr.orld~ for the registra
tion of, with colle:ctor.s of internal revenue, :and to impose .. a 
special tax upon, all persons who p:roduee, import, manufacture~ 
compound, dea1 in, dispense, sell, .filsti-ihute, or give away opium 
or coca 1eaves, their salts, derivatives., .or preparations, and .for 
other pul'J)oses, which was referred to the Oommittee on Finance 
and ordered to be printed. 

BEE.LIN .TREATY -oF 187 8. 

1\Ir. PE1\1ROSE submitted the 1ollowing r.eso1ution ( S. Res. 
143), which was read and referred to the Co.mmittee on Foreign 
Relations: 
Whereas it is reported that the Roumanian Government has failed to 

observe that article of the treaty .of Berlin of 1878 which provi-des 
that religion shall be no bar to the rights and privileges of citizen· 
ship in Roumania ; and 

Whereas the failure of the Roumanian Gov.ernment to o'bserve ·the pro
visions of the Berlin treaty would be ·discriminatory as against the 
native ;few-s of Rou:ma.nia, a'ff-eeting them prejudicially in matters of 
employment .and preferment : Tller-efore be it 
Resolved, 'That the ·secr.etn.ry .of State be requested to into.r:m the 

United .States Senate whether .any commun1catian has been had with the 
Roumanlan Government -0r the powers signatory i:o the treaty of Be1·lin 
1n relation to the observance of ·said treaty or with respect to a n:atu
r:allzatiou conventlon betweeu the United States and the Roumania:n ' 
Government; and, 1f so, and no conclusions have been Teached tooreon, 
whether the United States has such interests with Tespeet to -said 
treaty and the operation thereof as to make further diplomatic nego-
tiations deslrable. · 

WATEB-POWER DEVELOPMENT (S. DOC. NO. H7). 

Mr. JONES. I haye here a .copy of the permit granted to the 
International Power.& Iarra.fa:ctu.ring Co., of Spokane, Wash., 
with refe1·ence to the use ·of JJl:iblic lands and lands in forest 
1reserves in ronnection with water-power development. The : 
terms of the permit !have been prepared with very great care by f 

the Secretary -0.f the Interior :and the Secretary -0f Agriculture, 
.and they ha:v-e agreed U.P<l>n the terms .of the permit. It shows 
to a great degree the policy of these two departments with Tef-

AGll'EEYE "1'. 

The JnternationDJ Power & M.anufac.tutlng Co., h~ei:na.fte:r called 
the permittee. a corp.o:cati-0n organizea and e'tisting under and by virtue 
of the laws .of the :State --0f ·washmgton, ±he ofli-ee :and principal place 
of I.msiness oi .said l)e:rmitte.e 'be.ing at Spaka:ne, Wash., being t'be suc
cessor in interest of the P.end d'Or,ei;Ue Development Co., a eorpo.ration 
organized under the laws of the State of Washingt-on and :mtho:rized 
by .act of Cungress @Pr·ove<l February 25, 19-07 '(34 Stat., '931.L ex
ten-Oed by act Df CongreBS May 20, 1912 {'37 Eltat., Ho). to <Construct 
a dam across Clark Fork ur Pend d'Orem~ RiveT, in the State -0.f 
Washington. for the development of water :Power, electrical power, and 
for otheT plll"poses, which said dam was to be -constructed. maint:ained, 
and .operated in .aceordance with and subject to the provisi.ons o-f !the 
act 1Jf Congress approved .J'une 2·3, 191.0 ·( 36 Stat, 593), ·entitled "An act 
to .amend Jill .act entitled ~An act to <regulate the ci:mstructi-On ~f dams 
across mrvigable wateTs! " approved June 21, 1906 ; and the said pe:r
mittee in accordance with fhe provisions ,of the said .act -of Congress ap
proved June 28, 1910. bas submitted. uniler date 'Of June 3. 1912, to the 
Secretary of War .and the Chief Qf Englneers ·of the 'United 'States Arm;y 
plans and specifieatiom; and m!llls £howing the foeation -0f such <dam 
and neeerumry works, and the said pe:rmittee llaving heretofoTe filed in 
the ·Department of the InteTior :an app1icaticm, design.a..ted as Sl>oka:ne 
.'08319, and .i:Bcluding the following-described map of location : M.ap of 
location of t·eservoir 'Site a.nd power plant, marked "Exhibit ;fl," bearing 
affidavit of :r.L H. Gerry. jr., engineer. and certificate -of International 
Power .& Manufacturing Co., by Wilbur '8. Xearsley. viee presldent, 
under corporate seal of -said company, filed in the Gene:r.a1 Land Office, 
Washington. D~ C., on July 22 . . 1913 ; and said permittee havtng filed 
an :app]iea.tion in the De;:mrtment <>f .Agriculture, including a duplicate 
of said mnp of 1ocation. said applieations 1lled 1n the Department of 
the In.tenor and t.be Department of A.gric-ulture, beTeinafter cailed the 
-final . application, having been made for the purpose 0f obtaining per
mission to occupy a.-nd use certain fands under the jtt:risdictlon -0f the 
said departments for the purposes of the aet of Congress approved 
February 15, 1901 (31 Stat. 700). ior the construction, operation, and 
IIUUnt.t:n:mce of certain works, said lands and works being more par~ 
tlcularlN described in and located and shown by the final appl1eati~n. 
does hereby amend said fi:na1 :rpplieation to include this ag:reement. 
and, :furtherm-0re. does hereby :covenant and agr.ee, in consideration of 
and ru;i a :prer;eguistte to :the giving of the p.ermissfon applied for in 
the final apphcatihn as thus .amended. sueh permission bein.g herein
after .called the jpermit, that the conditions of the permit, each and 
every one of whirll shall at all times be binding -0n the pe:rm!.ttee, a.re as 
follows: 

SECTION 1. The following tei:ms, whe:r~r used in this a,,,crreement, 
shall ib~ve the r-espective meanings in this section assigned to them : 

(a) Interior Department lands" means lands under the jurisdic· 
tlon of the Department of the lnt.erior for the purposes of the act of 
Congress approved February 15, 19.01 (31 Stat., 790', .a:n.d " national 
for.est lands" means fonds under the jurisdiction Qf the Forest Se1·vice 
of the Department of .Agriculture for said purposes. 

(b) "Secretaries" means the .Secretary of the Interior 1md the 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

{c) "'Power business" means the -entir-e business of the applicant 
or permittee in the generation, distribution, and -delivery of power by 
mea.D.B of :any .one power system. together with all works and tangible 
property involved therein, induding freeholds an.d leaseholds in real 
propertz. 

(d) 'Power system n means all interconnected 'Plants and works 
for th~. generati'.On, distribution, and delivery of power~ 

( e) . Power project., means a complete unit of power development, 
eons1sting <>f a power house, condnit or .conduits conducting water 
thereto, all storage or diverting or fore-bay reservoirs used in connec
tion therewith, the transmission line delivering power therefrom, any 
other miscellaneous structures used in connection with said unit o:r any 
part thereof, and all lands the occupancy and use of which are neces
sary or app.roprt-ate in the development of power in said unit. 

{f) "Project works" means the pbysical structures of a power 
project. 

(g) "'Construction of the project wor.ks., means the .actual .construc
tion of dams. water conduits, power houses, transmission lines, OT some 
permanent structure necessary te the operation of the complete power 
project and does not include surveys or the building of roads and trails, 
or the cleari.ng of reservoir sites o:r other lands to be occupied, or the 
performance of any work preliminary to the actual construction of the 
permanent project works. 

(.h) "Cust-omer., means the ;purchaser of electric current for redis
tribution and sale. 

(i) "Consumer" .means the use:r o! current at the point of its .final 
conversion ilnto light, heat, or power. 

U) "Nominal stream flow" mea:ns the 'Sllm of (a) the average of the 
values estimated for the mean natural .flow for the two-month (calen
dar) minimnm-ilow period 1n eacb suC<lessiv~ five-year cycle or .major 
.traction thel'eof, and (b) the increase in such avern4te due to artificial 
means other than the project works . 

( k) ·" Project storage flow "' means the estimated increase in nominal 
stream flow made ,practicable by the project worlrn. 
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(l) "Available stream flow" means the sum of nominal sti··eam flow 
and project storage flow. 

(111) "Load factor" means the ratio of average power output to 
maximum power output. 

(n) "•rota! capacity of the power site" means the power' estimated 
to be available for transmi sion, and is determined as the continued 
product of (1) the factor 0.0 ; (2) the average effective head, in feet; 
(3) the available stream flow at the Intake (in second-feet and in 
amount not to exceed the maximum hydraulic capacity of the project 
works) ; and (4) a factor, not less than the average load factor of the 
powet· system, representing the degree of practicable utilization of the 
available stream flow, and based on the extent of practicable fore-bay 
stornge and the load factor of the power system. 

SEC. 2. The permit shall be subject to and the permittee shall be 
governed by the provisions of the act of Congress approved February 
15, 1901 (31 Stat., 790), and to the regulations thereunder fixed by the 
Secretaries. 

SEC. 3. The permit shall relate solely to the occupancy and use of 
the Interior Department lands and national forest lands necessary for 
the construction, operation, and maintenance of such works contem
plated by the act of Congress approved February 15, 1901 (31 Stat., 
790), as are described in the final application, to the extent of the 
ground occupied by such works and not to exceed 50 feet on each side 
of the marginal limits of works other than pipe lines and electrical 
transmission lines and not to exceed 50 feet on each side of the center 
of each pipe line or electrical transmission line, in conformity with the 
location of such works on said lands as shown by the maps of location 
hereinbefore described. 

SEC. 4. The permittee shall construct the project works on the 
location shown upon and in accordance with said maps and plans sub
mitted with the final application, and shall make no material deviation 
from said location unless and until maps and plans showing such de
viation shall have been submitted and approved by the 8ecretarie3. 

SEC. 5. Any approval of any alteration or amendment, or of any map 
or plan, or of any extension of time, shall affect only the portions 
specifically covered by such approval ; and no approval of any such 
alteration, amendment, or extension shall operate to alter or amend, 
or in any way whatsoever be a waiver of any other part, condition, or 
provision of the permit. . 

SEC. 6. The permittee shall begin the construction of the project 
works and of the several parts thereof and shall thereafter diligently 
and continuously prosecute such construction to completion, unless 
temporarily interrupted by climatic conditions or by some special or 
peculiar cause beyond the control of the permittee, within the respective 
periods, dating from the issuance of the permit, specified for such be
ginning and for such completion in the followin.,. schedule : 

1. Project works as a whole, excepting instalfation of hydraulic and 
electric machinery, shall be begun within one year and completed within 
three years. 

2. Installation of hydraulic and electric machinery: Machinery of 
50,000 horsepower rated capacity shall be installed within three years; 
and additional machinery shall be installed as the conditions of the 
market will warrant or as the Secretaiies or any duly authorized State 
agency may direct. 

SEC. 7. The permittee shall, after their completion, operate the project 
works continuously for the development and transmission of electric 
energy for sale or other disposal, unless upon a full and satisfactory 
showing that such operation is prevented by unavoidable accidents or 
contingencies this requirement is temporarily waived by the written 
consent of the Secretaries. 

SEC. 8. No compensation for the permission given will be required 
prior to the year 1923 ; but on or before the 1st day of February in each 
year, beginning with 1924, the permittee shall pay, by certified check 
to the order of the Secretary of the Interior, or in such other manner 
as the Secretaries may direct, an amount calculated from the total 
capacity of the power site at rates per horsepower per year, varying 
directly as the square of the average price for electric energy charged 
to customers and consumers of the permittee as determined in subsec
tion (c) hereof and varying illversely as the square of the proportional 
development of the power site, as shown by the following table : 

If the percentage of development of power site is-

When the average price 
in cents per kilo-watt 0 I'° and I'° and I'" and I"' and I'° and I 40 or 
hour charged by the ver 90· over 80. over 70. over 60. over 50. over 40. less. 
~ermittre is as shown 

y this column. 
Then the rates of compensation to the United States per 

" horsepower per year will be as shown below. 

0.2 and less .............. $0.05 S0.06 $0.08 $0.10 $0.14 W.20 $0.31 
0.3 and over 0.2 ......... .11 .14 .18 .23 .31 .4.'i . 70 
0.4 and over 0.3 ......... .20 .25 .31 .41 .56 .80 1. 25 
0.5 and over 0.4 ......... . 31 .39 .49 .64 .87 1. 25 1. 95 
0.6 and over 0.5 .. _ ...... . 4.'i . 56 • 70 . 92 1. 2.5 1.80 2.81 
0.7 and over 0.6 ...•. . ... . 61 • 76 .96 1. 25 1. 70 2.4.'i 3.82 
0.8 and over 0. 7 ......... . 80 .99 1. 25 1. 63 2. 22 3. 20 5.00 
0.9 n.nd over 0.8 ......... 1. 01 1. 25 1. 58 2.06 2. 81 4. 05 6.33 
1.0 and o>er 0.9 ......... 1. 25 1. 54 1. 95 2.55 3. 47 5.00 7. 81 
1.2 and O\cr L .......... 1. 80 2.22 2.81 - 3.67 5.00 7.20 11. 25 
1.5 and over 1.2 . .••..... 2.81 3.47 4.40 5. 74 7.82 11. 25 17.60 
2 and over 1.5 ...... .. .. . 5.00 6.17 7.82 10.00 13.80 20.00 31.25 
3 and over 2 ............. 11. 25 13.87 17.58 22.95 31.25 45.00 70.40 
4 and over 3 . ..... . .. .... 20.00 24. 70 31. 25 40.80 55. 60 80.00 125.00 
5 and over 4 ............. 31. 25 38.60 48.80 63.80 86.80 125.00 250.00 
6 and over 5. _ ........... 45.00 55.60 70.40 91.80 125.00 180.00 281. 25 

It is expressly understood and agreed, however, that-
( a) At any time not less than 10 years after the date for tbe first 

payment under this section or after the last revision of the rates of 
compensation the Secretaries may review such rates after afplication 
by ot· notice to the permittee and impose such new rates o compen
sation. under a rnle which shall be uniform for all permittees under 
like conditions, as they may decide to be reasonable and proper : 
P rnvirl cd, That such rates shall not be so increased as to result in 
r educin "' the margin of income (including appreciation in land values) 
from the project over proper', actual, and estimated expenses (includ
ing ren onnble allowance for renewals and sinking-fund charges) to an 
amount which, in view of nil the circumstances (including fair de
velopment expenses and working capital) and risks of .the enterprise 

(includini; obsolescence, ina.de9uacy, and superse sion). is unreasonably 
small ; b~t the burden of prpvwg such unreasonableness shall rest upon 
the perllllttee. 

(b) F?r the purposes of this section complete development of the 
power site shall mean the construc.tlon of such permanent project 
works and the installation of such generating equipment as will pro
vide for the full utilization of the total capacity of the power ite. 

(c) The average price for electric energy char.,.ed to customers and 
consumers of the permittee shall be determined by dividing the total 
actual and estimated annual receipts from the sale and di po ition 
of electric energy by the total number of kilowatt boms generated · 
Pro~'ided, That ,in determinfng said total annual receipts there ha.Ii 
be rncluded esttmated receipts for any electric energy used bv the 
permittee at a price which shall not be less than 2 cen"ts per kilowatt 
h<?ur_, nor less t~an. the cost per kilowatt hour of generating, trans
m1ttrng, and dehverrng_ such energ~ to the point of use, takin~ into 
account proper operatrng and mamtenance expenses, fixed charges 
ai;id reasonable allow!lllces for r~newal.s and sinking fund : Ancl pro-
1:ided fm·ther, That if the permittee shall sell or dispose of electric 
energy to any consumer, said consumer bein" an association or cor
por~tion ~hich the pe~mittee owns or controls in whole or in part, 
o~ m w.h1_ch. the penmttee may ha_ve, hold, or. control any interest, 
direct or md1rect, by stock owners!J.1p or otherwise, the sale price per 
kilowatt hour at which the aforesaid annual receipts from such energy 
so sold or disposed of shall be computed shall not be less than as herein 
provided for m the computation of estimatf'd receipts for energy used 
by the permittee : And provided f ti,rther, That if the permittee shall 
sell or d~sp?se of electric ei;iergy to any customer, said customer being 
~n associati<?n or corp<?L'atlo~ which the permittee owns or controls 
m whole or rn part, or m which the permittee may have hold or con· 
trot any interest, direct or indirect, by stock ownership' or otherwise 
the sale price per kilowatt hour at which the aforesaid annual receipts 
from such energy so sold and disposed of shall be computed shall not 
be less than the price paid for such energy by the consumers thereof 
nor .less than as herein provided for in the computation of estimated 
receipts for energy used by the permittee. 

.(d) Unles:; otherw~se authorized by the Secretaries, the maximum 
pnce at which electric energy developed by or tran mitted from the 
power project may be disposed of to customers or consumer shall 
not exceed .6 cents per kilowatt hour, and the maximum price at which 
such electric energy in excess of 2,000 kilowatt hours per annum with 
an average annual delivery of more than 35 per cent of the connected 
installation within the year may be disposed of to customers or con
sumers shall not P.xceed 2 cents per kllowatt hour said maximum 
price being determined by dividing the total annuai charge to the 
purchaser oy the corresponding total annual delivery to him of electric 
energy. In contracts with its customers · the permittee shall specify 
the maximum price of final sale or resale and shall reserve the ri.,.ht 
to cancel any contrnct or agreement for sale or resale of electric 
ene!·gy that provides for a price in excess of such maximum. Com
plamt by an:y customer or. consumer of a price paid by him in excess 
of such max1mu~ price wJ!l be received by the Secretaries in case of 
and ~fter the fa ilure of . his attempts to obtain satisfaction fl'Om the 
perm1ttee or other parties selling electric energy under the power 
system, and thereupon, after notice to all interested parties with 
opportunity for hearing, the Secretaries will determine whether· this 
condition has been violated. 

(e) The permittee shall at no time contract for the delivery to any 
one cu tomer of electric energy in excess of 50 per cent of the total 
deliverable capacity of the power site ; nor shall the permittee deliver 
to any. customer or consumer for use in its own manufacturing or other 
operations any amount of energy in excess of 50 per cent of said de
liverable capacity if and when there are pending unfilled appllcations 
for energy from other customers or consumers. 

SEC. 9. The total capacity of the power site shall be deemed and 
taken to be 112,000 horsepower. 

It is expressly understood and ~greed, however, that said total capac
ity <?f the power site may be adJusted by the Secretaries annually to 
prov1de for increase or decrease, by storage or otherwi e, of available 
stream flow to an amount o:f 10 per cent or more or for increase or 
decrease. of 10 p~r. ceI?-t or more in a>erage effective head, or in degree 
of practicable utilization, and that the decision of the Secretaries shall 
be final as to all matters of fact upon which the calculation of the 
capacity or compensation depends. -

SEc. 10. The permittee shall pay the full >alue as fixed bv the Sec1·e
taries for all timber cut, injured, or destroyed on Interior ·Department 
lands.,.and on national forest lands in the construction maintenance and 
operation of the project works. ' ' 

SEC. 11. The pet·mittee shall pay the United States full value for all 
damages to the lands or other property of the United States resultina 
from the bre!l-king o::f or the o>erflowing, leaking, or seeping of wa te~ -
from the proJect works, and fo1· all other damage to the lands or other 
property of the United States caused by the neglect of the permittee or 
of the employees, contractors, or employees of the contractors of the 
permittee . 

SEC. 12. The permittee shall install at sncb places and maintain in 
good operating condition in such manner as shall be approved or re
quired by the Secretaries accurate meters, measuring weirs, gauges, or 
other devices appl'Oved by the Secretaries and adequate for the determi
nation of the amount of electric energy generated by the project works 
and delivered under the power system and of the flow of the stream or 
sh·eams from which the water is to be diverted for the operation of the 
project works and of the amount of water used in the operation of the 
project works and of the amounts of water held in and drawn from 
storage; and shall keep accurate and sufficient records of the foregoing 
determinations to the satisfaction of the Secretaries; and shall make a 
return during January of each year under oath of such of the record. of 
measurements for the year ended on December 31 preceding made by or 
in the possession of the permittee as may be requil"ed by the Secretaries. 

SEC. 13. The books and records of the permittee shall be open at 
all times to the inspection and examination of the Secretaries or other 
officer or agent of the United States duly authorized to make such 
inspection .and examination. 

SEC. 14. On demand of the Secretaries the permittee shall install a 
system of accounting for the entire power business in such form as the 
Secretaries may prescribe, which system, as far as is practicabh>, will 
be uniform for all permittees, and shall render annually such r eports 
of its power business as the Secretaries may direct: Provided, 11010-
evcr, That if the laws of the State in which the power business or nny 
part thereof is transacted require periodical reports from public utllity 
corporations under a uniform system of accounting, copies of such 
reports so made will be accepted as fulfilJing the requirements of this 
clause in so far as they contain the information that may l.Je required 
by the Secretaries. 
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SEC . . 15. The permittee shall protect all Government and- other tele

phone, telegraph, and power transmission lines at crossings of and at 
all :places of proximity to the permittee's transmission lines in a work
manlike manner. according to the usual standards of safety for con
struct;lon, operation, and maintenance in such cases, and shall maintain 
the transmission lines of the project in such manner as not to menace 
Jife or property. · 

· SEC. 16. The permittee shall clear and keep clear the Interior Depart
ment lands and national forest lands along the transmission lines for 
such width and in such manner as the officer of the United States hav
ing supervision of such lands may direct. 

SEC. 17. The permittee shall dispose of all brush, refuse, or unused 
timber on Interior Department lands and national forest lands result
ing from the construction and maintenance of the project work:; to 
the satisfaction of the officer last aforesaid. · 

SEC. 18. The permittee shall build and repair such roads and trails 
as may be destroyed or injured by construction work or flooding under 
the permit, and shall build and maintain necessary and· suitable crnss
ings for all roads and trails that intersect the water conduit con
-structed, maintained, or operated under the permit. 

SEC. 19. The permittee shall do everything reasonably within the 
power of the permittee, both independently and on r equest of the 
Secretaries or other duly authorized officers or agents of the United 
States to prevent and suppress fires on or near the lands to be occupied 
under the permit. 

SEC. 20. The permittee shall indemnify the United States against 
any liability for damages to life or property arising from the occupancy 
or use of Interior Department lands and national forest lands by the 
permittee. . 

SEC. 21. The permittee sllall sell power to the United States, when 
requested, at as low a price as is given to any other purchaser for a 
like use at the same time, and under similar conditions, if the per
mittee can furnish the same to the United States without diminishing 
the quantity of powei· sold before such request to any other customer 
by a binding contrast of sale : Provided, '£bat nothing in this clause 
shall be construed to require the permittee to increase permanent works 
or install additional generatin"" machinery. 

SEC. 22. The permittee shaYl abide by such reasonable regulation 
of the service rendered and to be rendered by the permittee to con
sumers of power furnished or transmitted by · the permittee, and of 
prices to be paid therefor as may from time to time be prescribed by 
the State or any designated agency of the State in which the service 
is rendered: Provided, That for the purposes of this section any such 
regulation shall be deemed to be suspended pending proceedings in the 
courts of such State, or in the Supreme Court of the United States 
on appeal from said State courts where such proceedings are in the 
nature of an appeal taken direct from the officer, commission, or 
board prescribing such regulation to said State cotuts: And provided 
further, That in the absence of regulation of service and prescribin.~ 
of prices by any State agency, jurisdiction in the premises will, in 
their discretion, be exercised by the Secretaries. 

SEC. 23. Upon demand in writing by the Secretaries to surrender the 
permit to the United States or to transfer the same to such State or 
municipal corporation as the Secretaries may designate, and to give, 
grant, bargain. sell, and tL·ansfer with the permit all works, equipment, 
J>tructures, and property then owned or held by the permittee on lands 
of the United States occupied or used under the permit and then valu
able or serviceable in the generation, transmission, and distribution of 
power: Pt·ovided, (a) That such surrender or transfer shall not be 
demanded in the case of a municipal corporation unless by condemna
tion such corporation shall have acquired, or unless by proceedings in a 
court of competent jurisdiction it shall have been determined that such 
a municipal corporation has the right to acquire the property of the 
permlttee situated elsewhere than on public land, or unless such munici
pal corporation has the power to acquire the property and rights of the 
permittee in accordance with the following conditions: (b) That such 
surrendeL' or tran fer shall be on condition precedent that the United 
States shall pay or the trnnsferee shall first pay to the permittee the 
reasonable value of all such works, equipment, structures, and property 
to be surrendered or transferred; {c)" that such reasonable vahrn shall 
not include any sum for any permit, right, franchise, or property 
granted by any public authority in excess of the sum paid to such public 
authority as a purchase price therefor; and (d) that such reasonable 
value shall be determined by mutual agreement of the parties in inter
est. and in case they can not agree, by the Secretaries, under a rule 
which, except as modified by the requirements of this section, shall be 
the then existing rule of valuation for power properties in condemna
tion proceedings in the State in which the properties to be surrendered 
or transferred are located. But nothing herein shall prevent the United 
States or any State OL' municipal corporation from acquiring by any 
other lawful means the permit or the works, equi~ment, structures. or 
property then owned or held by the permittee on lands of the United 
States occupied or used under the permit. 

SJ.,C. 24. In respect to the regulation, by any competent public 
authority, of the services to be rendered by the permittee or of the 
prices to be charged therefor, and in respect to any purchase or ta.king 
over of the properties or business of the permittee. or any part thereof, 
by the United States or by any State within which the works are situ
ated or business is carried on in whole or in part, or by any municipal 
corporation in such State, no value whatsoever shall at any time be 
assigned to or claimed for the peL·mit or for the occupancy or use of 
Interior Department lands or national forest lands thereunder, nor 
shall the permit or such occupancy or use ever be estimated or con
sidered as property upon which the permittee shall be entitled to earn 
or receive any return, income, price, or compensation whatsoever. 

SEC. 25. The works to be constructed, maintained, and operated 
under the permit shall not be owned, leased, trusteed, possessed, or 
controlled by any device or in any manner so that they form part of, 
or in any way et:fect any combination in the form of an unlawful trust, 
or form the subject of any unlawful contract or conspiracy to limit 
the output of electric energy, or in restraint of trade with foreign 
nations or between two or more States, or within any one State, ln the 
generation, sale, or distribution of electric energy. 'Except as in this 
agreement specifically provided, the permittee shall not agree or arrange 
_in any manner whatsoever with any other party generating or dis
posing of electi'ic energy with a view to the avoidance of competition 
or the fixing, maintenance, or increase of prices for electric energy or 
service. 

SEC. 26. This- permit shall be indeterminate as to time during compli
ance with the conditions of this agreement by the permlttee, or until 
the United . States. 01: any Stat or municipal corporation shall exercise 
its option to purchase as prnvided in section 23. It. is expressly under
stood and agreed. however, that the pe1·mit may be revoked by the Sec-
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retaries, after due notice to the permittee, with opportunity for bearing, 
on a finding- by them that any part of the amounts due for the com
pensation or the charges herein provided for, after due notice has lJeen 
given, are in arrears for six mouths ; or on a finding by the Secretaries 
that any of the provisions of this agL·eement or any of the regulations 
of the Secretaries or the provisions of the act of Congress to whkh the 
permit is sul>ject as provided in section 2 hereof have been violated by 
the permi ttee. 

It is fur ther understood and agreed t.hat under the terms of said act 
of Congress " any permission given by the Secretary of the Interior un
der the provisions of this act may be revoked by him or by bis successor 
in his discretion." 

It is furthe1· understood and agreed that at intervals of not less than 
20 years. on application of the permittee or on demand of the Secre
taries, this agreement and the permit shall be modified to conform to 
the then sub isting regulations fixed by the Secretaries under said act 
of February 15, 1901, or amendments thereto. · 

SEC. 27. The permittee shall, in the exercise of the permission given 
by the permit, at all times conform to and abide by such rules and regu
lations subserving the purpose of any reserved lands of the nited 
States through which right of way is sought as may be prescribed by 
the officer having jurisdiction over such lands. 

SEC. 28. The permit does not affect the rights to the occupancy o.E 
lands grai;ited by the State of Washington or any rights, privileges, 
or franchises conferred upon the perm1ttee · by virtue of the act of 
Congress approved February 25. 1907 (34 Stat.. 931), as amended by 
the act of Congress approved May 20, 1912 ( 37 Stat. 115), entitled 
"An act to extend the time for the construction of a dam across the 
Pend d'Oreille River, Wash.," or impair or affect the rights conferred 
upon the said permittee by compliance with the provisions of the act 
of Congress approved Jupe 23, HHO (36 Stat.,. 593), entitled "An act 
t6 regulate the construct10n of dams across naVlgable waters." 

SEC. 2!). On p:.-oper application by the permittee under subsisting 
regulations fixed by the Secretal'ies, the permit may be amended to 
provide for the construction, operation, and maintenance or additional 
project works and the use of additional rights of way for the power 
project. Any application for such amendment and approval thereof 
sba·n be in the form of a supplemental agreement and permit so drawn 
as to become a part of the original agreement and permit. · 

SEC. 30. The permit and the right of way thereby afforded shall be 
subject to all priOL· valid rights and to a reservation of right of waj. 
for canals or ditches constructed by authority of the United States. 

In witness whereof the permittee has caused these presents to be 
executed, in triplicate, by its vice president and agent and its corpo. 
rate seal to be hereto affixed by its vice president, both thereunto duly 
authorized, this 28th day of July, Hl13. 

[SEAL.] IKTERNATIONAL POWER & liASUFACTURING Co., 
By WILBUR s. YEARSLEY, Vice President. 

Attest: 
N. S. C'olrns, Jr. 
M. T. BUNCH. 

A.CKXOWLEDG;\!EXT. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 88: 

On ~his 28th day of July, 1913, before me, a notary public in 11nd 
for said county, duly commissioned and sworn, my commission expiring 
November 6, 1913, personally came Wilbur S. Yearsley, to me personally 
known, who, being by me duly sworn, did depose and say that he resides 
in Spokane, Wash.; that he is the vice president of the International 
Power & Manufacturing Co.; that said company ls the corporation that 
is described in and that executed the foregoing agreement; that be 
knows the seal of said corporation; that the seal affixed to the for~· 
going agreement is such corporate seal and was affixed to such instru
ment by order of the board of directors of said corporation: and that 
he signed his name thereto by like order; and the said Wilbur S. Yearslev 
acknowledged the foregoing agreement to be the free act and deed of 
said corpora ti on. 

Witness my hand and official seal the day and year first hereinbefo!'e 
written. 

[ -oTARIAL SEAL.] E. c. OWEN, Notarv Public. 
My commission expires November 6, 1913. 

PERMIT. 

In pursuance of the act of Congress approved February 15. 1901 
(c. 372; 31 Stat., 790), and in pursuance of the general regulations 
thereunder fixed, respectively, by the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and in consideration of the conditions made 
and accepted in the foregoing agreement, permission to use the right 
of way through the public lands and reservations of the United States 
under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Interior and the De
partment of Agriculture, sought by and described in the application 
identified in the foregoing agreement, is hereby given to the said Inter
national Power & Manufacturing Co., subject, however, to the said 
general regulations and to the conditions in said agreement, such per
mission, subject to such regulations and conditions, having been found 
by us to be not incompatible with the public interest. 

In witness whereof we have subscribed these presents, in triplicate, 
on this 29th day of July, 1913. 

ANDRIEUS A. .Jmrns, 
Acting Secreta,.-.y of the Inter-ior. 

D. F. HOUSTON, 
Secretary of A.gricttU11t·~ 

CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO (~.DOC. NO. 148). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senute the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed : 
To the Senate: 

In response to the resolution adopted by the Senate on April 
24, 1913, I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State. 

. By the resolu.tion mentioned the President was requested '~if 
not incompatible with the public interest, to cause to be trans
mitted to the Senate-

"First. A full list of the names of claimants, if any, and -the 
nature and amount of the clnims for <lamriges to person or prop-
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erty made by citizens of the United States of .America against 
the Republic of Mexico and filed or deposited with the Depart
ment of State at Washington, D. C., since the beginning of the 
Madero revolution in :Mexico to the present tirrie, together with 
the statement of fact on which said claims are based. 

" Second. A full list of the names of all citizens of these 
United States, if any, who while leading lawful and peaceful 
lives in Mexico have been killed or wounded in Mexico or driven 
out of Mexico by l\Iexican soldiers or other -armed bands on 
.Mexican soil, together with the facts and circum tances attend
ing such killing, wounding, or forceful deportation. 

"Third. A full list, if any, of such peaceful citizens of the 
United States of America as have been forcibly seized and held 
prisoners for ransom in the Republic of Mexico during the time 
first mentioned, and what sums of money, if any, have been 
paid by any person or persons to secure the release of anyone 
so imprisoned or held. 

" Fourth. What redress, if any, has been offered by Mexico in 
the premises, or demanded by the United States of America, and 
the result of such offer or demand, and what assurance of pro
tection to the lives and property of our peaceful, law-abiding 
citizens in Mexico does that Republic offer." 

I concur in the opinion of the Secretary of State that it would 
not be compatible with the public interest to transmit to the 
Senate at this time the lists and information requested by the 
resolution. 

WooDROW WILSON. 
THE WmTE HousE, July 30, 1913. 

THE TARIFF. 

l\.Ir. S.Il\L\IONS. Do I understand that the morning business 
is closed? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no further routine busi
ne: s, the morning business is closed. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 3321. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to 
reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. McLEAN. l\Ir. President, as we are now frankly told by 
those in charge of the pending bill that it rejects the "cost of 
production theory," I want to call the attention of those Sen
ators who intend to vote for it to the fact that the Democratic 
Party is doing precisely what it promised not to do to the people 
of Connecticut and New England. 

I have for many years hoped that the Democratic Party would 
some time adopt a tariff plank that would not be susceptible of 
two or more interpretations, because it has been my belief that 
if the Democratic Party would do this, very great benefits would 
result to the people of this country. It would improve the moral 
and mental tone of all the political parties if they would as far 
as possible avoid uncertainty of intent in their platform declara
tions, and I haT"e always been glad that in this most important 
of all issues-the tariff issue-the Republican Party has had 
the courage of its convictions before as well as after election. 
And I regret that the Democratic Party has always found it 
necessary to deceiye itself and a large percentage of the people 
of the United States upon this all-important question. And 
early in the debate upon this measure I want to put the proof 
of this statement where it can be read by every Senator who 
thinks he is obliged to vote for this bill because he is a Demo
crat. I think I can easily satisfy every fair-minded Member of 
this body that this bill is a complete betrayal of the people of 
Connecticut and New England, for I shall bring none but the 
yery hlghest Democratic authority to my support. 

In Connecticut, as the campaign advanced, the tariff soon be
came the only issue of real consequence, barring the personality 
of Mr. Roosevelt, who soon allayed the fears of his friends by 
standing pat for protection. Many Republicans voted for Mr. 
Roosevelt because of his opposition to Mr. Taft's low-tariff ideas 
as expressed in his defense of reciprocity with Canada. Other 
Republicans, fearing the popularity of Mr. Roosevelt and bit
terly opposing his views upon other questions than the tariff, 
in order to make his defeat certain voted for Mr. Wilson. 

, President Wilson many times during the campaign alluded to 
the tariff question, but his treatment of the subject was in the 
abstract only. His generalities did not glitter; things glitter 
by reflected light. President Wilson's generalities shone of 
their own inherent radioactive energy, but in their brightest 
rays we find nothing for or against free sugar or free wool or 
any one of the rates applied to the 4,000 items in th.is bill. 

When Mr. UNDERWOOD, the author of the pending bill, came 
to Connecticut, he knew why be came, and when be met ex
Congressman Hill in joint debate at Waterbury the only subject 

mentioned was the tariff, and Mr. UNDERWOOD knew why. Mr~ 
Hill was rapidly succeeding in convincing the mechanics o~ 
Connecticut that the tariff rates proposed and to be proposeg .! 
by Ur. UNDERWOOD would ·compel a reduction of wages, an4, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD was sent for to allay the fears of the doubtfllli l 
It was an important meeting. Stenographers from all over the 
State were there. In my opinion the electoral vote of Con ""1 
necticut and the election of five Cong1·essmen depended upoll, ~ 
Mr. UNDERWoon's tariff -views as expressed that night. Mr. H1:1J, 1 

opened the debate, and he gave his hearers Mr. UNDERwoon'e I 
record and quoted Mr. UNDERwoon's theories upon the tariff i 
question and charged him with being in favor of a tariff for i 
revenue only. Mr. UNDERWOOD took no chances. Ile admitted 
that he believed in the theory of a tariff for revenue only; I 
"but "-and, as is the custom with Democratic orators in the 
North, he put great emphasis on that "but "-and then went on · 
to explain that the expenses of the Government must be paid · 
and legitimate industries must not be disturbed. Mr. Hill had · 
argued for a tariff equaling the difference in the cost of pro· 
duction at home and abroad. .And now I want to quote l\I.r. 
UNDERwoon's reply as taken by a stenographer on the spot and 
published in the le;iding Democratic newspaper of Connecticut 
on the following day : 
EXTRACT FROM MR. UNDERWOOD'S SPEECH AT WATERBURY, CON~., OCTOBER 

16, 1912, AS PRINTED IN THE HARTFORD THIES. 

Now let us see where the diti:erence between these two great parties 
is. He-Mr. Hill-says we are a free-trade party. I deny it. There 
is a clean distinction. Whenever you cut off competition then you are 
damming back revenue, and your tariff is levied for the purpose of 
protecting Sl)mebody's profit, and not for the purpose of getting revenue 
for the Government. When you equalize exactly the difference in cost 
at home and abroad, if you can do it-it is impossible to do it exactly, 
but you may approximate It-but when you do that you have got a 
competitive tarl1f because each can come in the same field and fight 
for control of the market. And from that on down to 1 cent, the 
lowest tax you could levy, it L-; a competitive field, and it is a revenue · 
field. It is a field in which you can collect a revenue tarift'., because 
all below, after fixing the exact difference of cost at home and abroad 
on downward, ls a revenue tariff. Now, what I said at the meeting at 
Hartford was that that being the case, and the Government needing all 
the revenue it could get-we have got to have it-we had to levy the 
taxes at the highest revenue rate consistent with our principles, which, · 
of course, can not go above the difference of cost at home and abroad, ' 
because then you would be protecting profit; we have got to levy it 
somewhere near there in order to get a revenue to run the Government •. 

And again, before he closed his speech, he said : 
Now, there are two sides to this question. There isn't a particle of 

possibility of the Democratic Party that it won't equalize the difference 
in labor cost at home and abroad. 

Mr. President, this is what the people of Connecticut were 
promised by the man on the Democratic tariff throne, the chair
man of the Ways and Means Committee then and now, them~ 
whose word was then and would be the law for this great Na1 
tion upon that most vital of questions. Let me repeat the last 
sentence : 

"There isn't a particle of possibility of the Democratic Party 
that it won't equalize the difference in the labor cost at home 
and abroad." In other words, I will do precisely what :Ur .. 
Hm tells you be will do if he is reelected. 

This interpretation of the Democratic platform by Mr. Ul'mER
wooo, and this promise made by Mr. UNDERWOOD was heartily ap
proved by the Democratic candidates for Congress in Connecti
cut, as I will show before I close. l\Ir. Hill was defeated, as 
were all the Republican nominees in the State. In Connecticut 
certainly the author of this bill did not reject " the cost of pro
duction theory." 

I have said that President Wilson's ante-election interpreta
tion of his party's tariff plank was faultless and was hailed by 
the Democratic press of Connecticut as indicating the highest 
degree of statesmanship and the deepest concern for the indu~
trial interests of the State. In passing let me quote the part 
which was supposed to silence .every Republican tongue and put 
the troubled Democratic heart at rest. 
EXTRACT FROM PRESIDENT WILSON'S SPEECH AT NEW YORK, OCTOBER 

29, 1912, ~D PUBLISHED IN THE HABTFORD TIMES. 

The RepubUcans are telling you-both branches of them-that it 
this wild-eyed schoolmaster becomes President we shall have tree 
trade. Gov. Wilson does not sufficiently define his position on the 
tarur. The only thing they have to do to know Gov. Wilson's position 
on the taritr is to read and comprehend the English language. I have 
defined my position so often that, as I have told these gentlemen of 
the press who go around with me wherever I go to see that I do not 
get Into mischief, that I am ashamed to tell again in their presence 
what my position is on the taritr. Well, for fear there are persons 
present who can not read the English language or wbo nave just 
moved into the United States and never heard anything about this 
subject, I am going to define my position on the tarifi'. And here we 
have It as follows: 

No thoughtful Democrat in the United States has so much as even 
proposed free trade. But every Democrat in the United States who 
knows anything knows that the schedules of the tarur almost from end 
to end conceal special prlvile~es and . private favors, which we are 
~oing to cut out without touching or endangering one . Ingle wholesome 
fiber or honest arrangement. Is that definite enough? Do you not 
suppose that Democrats live in th~ United States? Do you suppose 
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~hat Democrats · have come to the conclusion that they had better 
pull the house down about their own ears? Are they so rich that 
they can now afford to retfre from business? Are they going to com
mit economic suicide? Do they look like tyros and Innocents and 
beginners? 

I will .refer this interpretation of the Democratic platform to 
the Senators from Louisiana, where it is admitted by Democrats 
even that legitimate industries are to be destroyed.. I refer to 
it myself to show that the candidate for the Presidency was 
careful to take nothing from the strength of l\Ir. UNDERWOOD'S 
clean-cut promise to make good the difference in the cost of 
production. 

On October 19, 1912, the Hon. THOMAS L. REILLY, then the 
only Democratic Congressman from Connecticut, taking his cue 
frnm l\fr. UNDERWOOD'S speech in Waterbury, reaffirmed and 
repeated l\fr. UNDERWOOD'S -promise to the people of Connecticut 
in the following language : · 
EXTRACT FRO:lI CONGRESSMAN REILLY'S SPEE CH AS PUBLISHED I~ THE 

WATERBURY AMERICAN, O<:TOBER 19, 1912. 

They say that no tariff should be enacted to protect anybody. The 
Democratic theory is that the American manufacturer shou~d be given a 
fair chance with foreign manufacturers, and that the tariff should be 
used to equalize the cost of production here and abroad. 

It is a pity that Congressman REILLY and the Finance Com
mittee of the Senate could not ha\e compared notes before 
election. 

And the lion. Simeon E. Baldwin, Democratic governor of 
Connecticut and candidate for President of the Uni.ted States 
in the convention that nominated. President Wilson, added his 
name and seal to the sacred promise--for all Democratic prom
ises are sacred when made-in the following language: 
EXT RA CT FROM GOV. BALDWIN' S SPEECH AT NORWICH, CONN., OCTOBER 17, 

1912~ AS PUBLISHED IN THE WATERBURY .Al\IER£CAN ON OCTOBER 18, 1912. 

'l'he Democratic rarty proposes in the next Congress to revise the 
tariff but not in a radical way. They are not aiming at free trade. 
We mean to have a la1·ger free list, and. duties high en?ngh to enable 
us to keep on paying the highest wages m the world, w.1tbout unneces
sarily raising the cost of living to every American family. 

On the 30th of Octobe-r, 1912, there was a: great Democratic 
demonstration in the city of New Britain, Conn. This city is 
the center of the cutlery and hardware interests of the State. 
The speaker for the occasion was the Hon. William C. Redfield, 
now the Secretary of Commerce, in l\Ir. Wilson's Cabinet, the 
man who is to investfgate and punish all those manufacturers 
who may be unable to perform the miracles required by this 
law. I ask the Senators who believe that. their party is pledged 
to reject the " cost of production theory " to listen to the promise 
which their own Secretary of Commerce made to the people of 
New Britain, Conn. I quote from Secretary Redfield's speech 
as printed in the Hartford Times on October 31, 1912: 

Finally, let not the bogy of what is called "free trade" scare 
sensible men longer. No one proposes it; it is known by those who 
cry aloud to l>e a false c1·y of wolf where there is no wolf. We must 
have revenue, and a very large part of that i·evenue must come from a 
tariff. There is no other way. The Democratic campaign is in the 
hands of thoughtful, experienced men of business, largely interested 
themselves in American manufactures, hoping for them to be prosperous 
and !ntending to open wide the doo1· to a larger prosperity than we 
have ever known. They are not standing with axes ready to cut the 
rope that binds the ship of state to a safe anchorage. They are rather 
standing at the ropes which loosen the s~Us to a favoring wind that 
shall bring the ship of state into a safe and happy harbor. 

These glittering gems of promise and poetry from Messrs. 
UNDERWOOD, REILLY, Baldwin, and Redfield, composed the mes
snge of Democracy to 35,911 spinners and wea yers, 36,253 em
ployees in the machinery plants, lG,817 in the brass and bronze 
factories, 37,763 in the foundry and machine shops, 5,217 hatters, 
and thousands of others in Connecticut. 

Mr. President. Congressman UNDERWOOD, and Congl'essman 
R EILLY, and 8ecretary Redfield, and Gov. Baldwin, and every 
Democratic candidate and newspaper in Connecticut promised 
to giYe the people of Connecticut prf.cisely what Congressman 
HILL and ernry other Republican. candidate promised, namely, 
" a tariff based upon the cost-of-production theory; i. e., the 
difference in the cost of production here and abroad." 

Now let us come to Washington and consider the manner in 
which these promises have been kept. A few days ago the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Snn.10Ns], chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, in his concluding remarks made. in 
explanation of the pending measure, used the following lan
guage: 

For the reasons given by the Ways and Means Committee of the 
Bouse, your committee has rejected the cost-of-production theol'y. 
The grounds upon which this theory was rejected are so conclusive and 
so exhaustively stated in the seve1·al reports of the House committee 
upon this subject that it is not deemed necessary to restate them here. 

On page 12 of the report of the Ways and 1\leans Comruittee 
of the House- of 1913, to which we nre referred by the Senator 
from North Carolina, we find this stntement: 

COST-OF-PRODUCTIO~ THEORY l!EJECTED. 

The so-called theory of cost of production as a regulatot· of rates 
was fully discussed at the time tariff-revision bills were introduced by 

the Ways and Means Committee during the Sixty-second Congress. 
It will be recalled that much was said by protection advocates in sup
port of the view that it was incumbent upon the United States to 
maintain a system of tariff rates that would cover differences In cost 
of production between the United States and foreign countries, In 
addition to a reasonable margin of profit. That doctrine became the 
basis of the work of the Tariff Board which furnished reports to the 
President, later transmitted by the Executive to Congress, concerning 
wool and woolens, cottons, pulp, and paper. Many manufacturers have 
presented arguments based on the doctrine of comparative costs. The 
statement ls therefore made that no part of the committee's work has 
been founded upon a belief in the cost-of-produetion theory, and the 
theory is absolutely rejected as a guide to tariff making. 

Let us now pu~ the promise of the Democratic Party to tLe 
people of Connecticut and the manner in which it has been 
performed in parallel columns. 

THID PROMISE. 

UNDERWOOD'S promise, from his 
speech at Waterbury, Conn., Octo
be1· 17, 1912 : 

" Now let us see where the dif
ference between these two great 
parties is. Be says we are a free
trade party. I deny it. There is 
a clean distinction. A revenue tar
ur must be a competitive tariff. 
Whenever you cut off competition 
then you are damming back reve
nue, and your tariff is levied for 
the purpose of protecting some
body's profit, and not for the pur
~ose of getting revenue for the 
Government. When, you equalize 
ea:actly the difference in cost at 
home and abroad, if vou can do 
it-it is impossible to do it ea:actly, 
but you may approa:imate it--but 
i r; hen you do that you hav e got a 
competi tiv e tariff, because each can 
come in the same field and fight for 
control of the market. And from 
that on down to 1 cent, the lowest 
tax you could levy, it is a competi
tive field, and it is a revenue field. 
It is a field in which you can col
lect a revenue tariff, because all 
below, after ftzing the exact diffet._ 
ence of cost at ho11ie and abroad, 
on do w nw arcl it is a revenue tariff. 
Now. what I said at the meeting 
at Ilartfot•d was that that being 
the case, and the Government need
ing all the revenue it could get-
we have got to have it-4Ve had to 
levy the taxes at the highest 1·eve-
nue rnte consistent •with our prin-
ciples, i ohich, of course, can not go 
above the diffet·ence of cost at 
home and abroad, because then you 
would be protecting profit; we 
have got to levy it somewhere near 
there in orde1· to get a revenue to 
run the Government. 

"Now, there are two sides to this 
question. There isn't a particle 
of possibility of the Democrat-ic 
Part 11 that it •won't eq·ualize the 
di fference in labo1· cost at lzorne 
and abroad." 

The italics are mine. 

THE PERFORMANCE. 

Report of the Ways and Means 
Committee of the Bouse, adopted 
by the Finance Committee of the 
Senate July 8, 1913 : 

" The so-called theory of cost ot 
production as a regulator of rates 
was fully discussed at the time re
vision bills were introduced by the 
Ways and Means Committee during 
the Sixty-second Congress. It toiU 
be recalled that much ioas said by 
protection advocate.s in support of 
the view that it was tncumbent 
upon, the United State.s to maintain 
a s11stem of tariff rates that would 
cover differences in cost of prodtic
tion betioeen the United States and 
foreign couritries, in addition to a 
reasonable margin of profit. That 
doctrine became the basis of the 
work of the Tari.ff Board, which 
furnished reports to the President, 
later transmitted by the Executive 
to Congress, concerning wool and 
woolens, cottons, pulp, and paper. 
Many manufacturers have presented 
arguments based on the doctrine of 
comparative costs. The statement 
is thm·efore 11tade that no part of 
the committee' s u;or k has bee1l 
founded upon a belief iri the cost
of-production theory and the the
ory is absolutely rnjected as a 
guide to tm·iff making." 

Is it strange, Mr. President, that the Democratic Congress
men from Connecticut were not satisfied with the bill as it 
came from the Ways and Means Committee of the House? Is 
it strange that the Hon. JEREMIAH DONOVAN, the successor of 
the Hon. E. J. Hill ;_ used the following language in tlle 
House of Representatives on May 3 last in his patriotic but 
unsuccessful efforts to persuade l\fr. UNDERWOOD and his col
leagues in the House of Representatives that it was his and 
their duty to deal with the industries of Connecticut as he, 
1\Ir. UNDERWOOD, and his party promised they would deal with 
them before election? 
EXTRACTS FROM SPEECH OJ;' HO~. JEREMIAH DOXOVAN lN OPPOSITION TO 

THE U)l'DEI:WOOD BILL, DELI\'~I:ED !IIAY 3, 1913. 

I am probably representing a class of labor which, in my opinion, is 
treated more cruelly than any other class from beginning to end of 
this report of the Ways and Means Committee. 

But I am "'Oing to claim, too, that if this matter had been con·· 
sidered at the beginning of the bearings there is no question as to what 
the result would have 1.Jeen. You will appreciate my point of v i C1 o 
when I tell 11ou that the d istinguished chairman of this comm i ttee, 
though campaigni.ng in a str ange State, amon.c1 a stt·ange people, with 
the nat,ural pre judices of those pevp/.e against him and l!is associates 
in his section of the country, when he went arnongst my people p1·ac
tically carr ied-yes, swept--the State from end to _end w ith his elo· 
qucnce. H oic '! By the same means that he carries this body when· 
ever he so desires-by his personality. When you think that mis
fortune OL' errors may befall you, you have only to look upon that face 
and you forget them all. [Laughter and applause.] 

Unfortunately, I am occupying a position here formet'ly filled by one 
of the most noted men of our country. Probably no man evet· came 
out of that State so weil known, either favo1·ably or unfavornbly 
[la11-ghter] a s my predecessor. At home he said to his p eople since the 
election and 1oithi11, a few davs that I am a free trader. The di s
t i ng 11 ishc£Z gentleman ir;lw is chair man of this committee says to his 
associates ll e1·e in tllis borl11 that the 1oay I teas returned and elected 
was that I accused Mr. IlilZ of being a free trader. [Laughter.] But 
that is neither here nor there. This can not affect our people. 
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'llhe- pGTsonality. of' the gentfoman frot11ii Afa-ba~ Ur: tvha:t m<Ufe' our· these I ., tli t +u I t -c -
people< pol.il1ical.l.1J. go toi:tTv h-im. t>;n; th.a 1Sthl day of Miuxrli' of th:is· yeaf' cgn:c lIStOilS' a Lile peon e 0 ORnectlcut :Tl.'e· :rfrfild of: 
11.e r epea;te& a:t· the: li.eari.n.gs of tlm Ways. and Meam.s- Committee, in: Th:Ls Dill! may be an: exampl'e- of:'" invisible'" an.d',. a.s· t1ie Senat o 
yontle.,- office· building: wfiatr lM' saiit. to tlLem m Oo1101errticm:~:. Th.iH' is: '1Jl from Io.wa:. so ap.tly- added' the' oth--er· day- "inauGibl:e:.or <rove.rn.. .. 
his. re-porlt as chairman.,. 'Volume: 4, 'Pa(J6 tsfil: m01 <raurs.fI',!' sa.ys. tll8 ment but it is a sample f . 't ' . t . ~ 
distinguished' uen.t1.mtum. floom- .LLZabani a,, "at cow:se nmi,°' it! fa ta11-or ' _ . o mmoi;i Y governmen in eompietei 
of" red1icinv- the tar:i tr;· if it. w· gofng to irr,j.ure any A:m£rican.., in.du8try.~' : betrayal of the p~ormses. of tliat. mmorit-y- to• the' pec:>ple of Con-
TlllW was. on the 1Sih day at March-. [Applause-.}; necilfcut that I object to. 

The italics_ a.re mine. 
1 

It lm'S been asseutedi here by those resP.onsiDie· ferr this men sure> 
The :fiv.e Democratie· Cong:ressmeru from. Connecticut have done that they. are merefy carrying out as fu duty bound the mandate 

what they eould to prev.ent this- complete fie.tray.al: of- the people , of a: majtmity of' the wftoie neapTe. 
of Connecticut; but to little or no purpose, and the. reason must . In COnnecticut, a::> I hav~ shown, l\.tlr. Ub.'wE&Woon- in ve:rson 
be pta.in- to. eve:i:yone.. 1 solicited instructions to reform the tariff upon "the cos11 o:ll' pro-

1\lr. President, there all'e- "protection" Democrats· and there ductiorr throry,',. and; he got what he asll:e<I fo:r. Now tlie- Demo
are "tariff-for-revenue-only" Democrats, and' wilen• you try to era.tic: Paa1y.in Co~ess repudiates· those instructifon - upon the: 
mix them they will not mix, heca use they can: not be mixed. ground that it rece:i:ved' u mandhte· ftom the-peeyle to· do· whn t rn 
This· fa:ct has beeru and-will be the· tragedy· ot Democi·acy, if rrot proposes te do, wftich· Ii can not name, beaause1 it is-nameless. 
oi the-Nation, until something or somebody comes: to the rescue. What happened on eJection day besides· tlie defeat o:t the Re-

A week be.fore election President Wilson. told the people of th~ publican Party? 61292,600· votes were c:mt for Mr. WiJ~on; 
country that the only thingr-they ha:ve to do to know his position ~·6?2,042 votes ~1:e cast a_ga~nst hfm'-1.,655;2SOt less than a ma
on the ta.rift is to rear£ and comprehend tllC' En:glrsh language. Jomt~ for 1\-fr. W1lsoil.' and his platfbrm~ attractfre· and' safe as 
Now, Iet us tuTU to. the onty language rrsed by President Wilson' Mr. UNDERwoo~ ru:-d tried to make it; I,655,230 more votes we.re 
UJ;IOlll the ta.xi.ff question. which I ha:ve been able-to•findi which can cast for the ~rmc1ple- of proteetiGu than. forr the tariff- r>Ianl o:fl 
tie.. read ana comprehended. witliout dltfieulty. r quote fl'om his ad- the· Democratic pla tfo1.·m, whmtevel' it meant. 
dress- before- tlie tariff Qom.mission at Atllmta: fil, 1883' as follows·: · L will not goi into the· views of the- greatJ Ji)emoc:r.a.tic · scholars 

Pcotection also hinders: commerce: immensely; '.Ilhe English: peoJ?lec · as to the danger which surrounds a popular government- whene 
do n.ot send to this country as maJ?.y. goods as tliey wou~d: :le tha duties; , the vox. Dei comes from the· thiroat? of a mino11i:ty <rf tfi.e. vox 
wel'e not so· much, and' we· a:ve· building up. manufaetones· hera at the : popuJl. It is too late to talk aboun that or lament it The- . · "' 
e-xpense: of commerce: We- are hulding ourselves aloof from foreign: .e. h . . . . · · 101e..
cauntries in effect and. sa·ying, "W..e. a.re sufficient to· ourselves.; we wish OJ.. t € maJority lla1! surrendered. to• the:vm.ee-of the- ~h.rna:lity, . and 
to trade not wit:Jl England. but with each other " I maintain that it is if I am e,:eu COllTer.ted· to thee " referendum" it wi11 be:- for the. 
not only .a. permcibus but- ~ cor.ru~t s~te~. . , " r.eason that~ in no other way ean the people meetJ a great issue: 

IlepJyrng to the: qµestion. of Con;inn~wner. Garlund!, Are yoll' like the tarrtI, face- to face-, anff a majo.i:ity put theJu seal upon, 
advocating the. repeal of al:1. tariff. lil.:ws?" Prof. Wilsu.n an- it with., a plain yes or no, nninterfexed with. by. other tssues· or 
swered:. · the pe~sonalities of candidates. 
o~ au protective tactff laws;. of establi~g; a tariff for· .revenue It may or it may not be just to clli.im that- the peopfe by- a 

~~~~d:\:~':n ~i"e!in~o~i~:sdlJO. w~~~~ha:Il(r~ts~~ :a~! majority of' 1,655,2.30 votes inst:cucted' their Rep1~esentatiles. in 
time' ~ut. ourselves . out. fro~ · f!ee comm.nnicati9n_ w:lth oth~r producip.g . Congr~ss to mainta~ll the principle: of" proteetioni but certainl~ 
counh•1es· of the world; If ib is·. nece.ssary to 1m1.rose:-. restrictive du.tLea ' tliere IS no foundation. for th-e assertiorn that a; madarityi of the 
anr goods. l)rought fl·om abroad it wouid seem to me, as a mat.te.r oJl , pe"""re voted fo fr •. ~ """· . 1 - .. ~-· .{! 
logic; necessaey to impose· similar restrictions- OD· gomls taken from vi.u• · • r ee SUgat Oll ..L"'.I. ee· WOO l 01' a; uu.'.LI..L J..01.'- revenue· 
one State of this Union tru anot:her.. That follows as a necessary con- only. Would it not be nearer· the truth.! to: say tlia t not- one in n 
se.qu.ence; there is no1 escape. from it; . mililfon had any knowledge o:fl' th~ p.:recise:-1·ates which, the. Ways 

So to-day we find the- Democratic Party le~ and ] ma-y say and lifeans €Jommittee would fix: if controlled b-y; the Democratic 
gently but irresistibly pushed, by President Wilson into the Pruity?- In.deed, when you CDme- to1 rates-and, nnthing else is of 
adoption of his views when so ex.~ressed that they carr be under~ consequence--when: you: come,t-0 crystallize· promises and: theoliies 
stood. As a result, the "protection" Demo.crats: in. the Senate ihto· 3i choice· between specifie· and ad valo:nem <la.ties and thein 
have agreed to a bill which tliey liove will not violate their. alterna-tillg' equivalents' to· be· written. into the· propos.ed law 
views· and the "tariff-for-revenue-only." Senators: have· agreed there. wa.s .. only. Oil& man: in the Unit-ed States· who. knew what 
to a bfll which they hope will not nalate theµ- views~ It must he was voting- for, and· that. man was. Mr. UNDERWOOD.. He- might 
be very clear that, inasmuch as the·da.ys of.miracles have pa.ssed~ have known: that- a Democmtic· victory meant the ]'.)lacing oft 

• somebod:v on the other side of this- Chamber · is mistakem c0ttorn dyes on the free list· and• wool dyes on the protected list· 
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS] , and the ·Sena.tor from he- might have· known. that goa.181 woo-I was to. be taxed and 

Ohio [Mr. BURTON] and other Senators upon this. side of the . sheep's wool was to be free; that. elephants' tusks were to be 
Chamber have indicated very clearfy, I. think; where the mistake· taxed and e.otton bandS put on. tlie· free· list. But if ' s<Y. he waa: 
lies. The " protection " Democrats have tried to c.ompromis.e the- only man. 
with the "free-trade" Democrats', and this, of course,. is im- Tlie President in: his address to Ctmgl'ess- said ill.at ft- is a cas:e 
possible. You can not compromise with the arithmetic or the of sharpening. wits. I agree with him he.artily,. but shal1 we 
compass. You. are either there or you are. not there. If 20 shaorven our wits· by giving up- the- only tools with whfch wits. 
per. cent does not protect, 1'0· ner cent will not protect. M:y can be slia:rpened? Is Uncle Sam to· acquire tlie dexterity an~ 
complaint is that the Bemoeratic Par~ has broken its sacred· endurance necessary to win in the pending international indus
promise. to tlie people. of Connecticut. This- I have· shown from trfal struggle by exercising his· votihg and: ad'vioor;y" powers. only.? 
the lips of those Democrats w.ho alone had authority to do the What var.ticular industries shall: we abandon and. what shall we. 
promising. If adequate protection is found in any rate con- retain? For what particular mar.ket shall! we sm:render. our 
fained ill this fiiil, it is there- by accident only. A. tariff whi'ch own?· F01: what particular oriental :c9.i'nbow· shall' we exchange 
rejects the "cost-of-productiOn theory" can. not give nrotec.tion our pot of gold in harrd? We are told: that we must concent rate 
except. by accident. You can not intentionally give protection ·upon industries which by the test of experience we. can sustain. 
without taking into consideration. the cost of pro.dnction. You After a. century of test we lmow of none such in our country: 
can not revise the· tariff and not destroy Je.giti'mate· industries On the contra:ry we know that there are none.. Indeed~ we can 
unless you take into consideration the cost of' production. There- not expect to :retain our own market. without protection. 
fore, if any legitimate industry· escapes the paranoiac assaults We know that as water seeks its lever so. wages will tend 
in this bill ft will be an accidental escane. It may be that some to eqmrlity· where- the physical' conditions are- equal.. Shall we. 
industries of"' my State- and the country will survive the effect •help the situation now by adopting a fiscal system that will 
of the Democratic brain: storm contained wi:thin the eight cor- , lower or endanger: in any way, our present standard of wages? 
ners of· this· bill. I sincerely hope so. Two woolen mills in ' If we eXJ:!ect to excel othe1• nations in· n:n:al war.fare, we must 
Connecticut are atr:eady in serious tremble.. The management ' practice:.-nractice naval archifoc:ture· and. maneuvers· constantly;. 
of the more importa;llt one-the· Yantic Mil!l&-a-ssigns- the fol- ! aud all of this· wi11' be of no avail unl~ss we practice shooting .. 
lowfug as the cause:· : So in the great struggle for industrial supremacy that to-day 

Had it not been for the unsettled business. conditions in om~ trade faces the nations of the ea.rth, if' we would will the victory in 
owing t:o the propos~d. tariff. legislati<?n, we would. n~ver have gone i~to , weaving and spinning~ we must weave and spin constantly. 
the hands· oi a rece.rv:er. The· trade IB .at a standstill. We· are gettmg It we would: conquer in aicy singfu. line: of. production we must 
only enough ordel"s t:o produce. one-third! of our regular. output. Our . . . . . 
sales we1·e close upon $1,000;00ffi a year. Now they have· fallen. below put and kee.p our people· upon arr. eqJial f<mtrng with: fore1grr 
$400,~00. 9ur. ~ed· charges are so. great_ t'.hat we can not continue to peopleSi where: we may fa.inly expect t:o ov:enco--2:.e tfie· obstacles· 
run. with tins limited production.. Our firm• is not-an exception. , in the way, pliysical or economic. B'ut our people will not ex-

Is tllis. a harbinger· of Secretary Redfield's· beautiful spring? ! periment at· a- loss and' the- Congress· cau nuiJ compel them to 
:t p.ray not but. ff not itl won't. be- the- fauit of. this bill.. ; experiment at a Ioss-. A. man will! practi.Ce· singing for the: 
T~s bil~' has, been, cfescr~ibed' as-a:. glarihg exampie of' invisible pleasure of it. lie· may practice- oratory for the fame of it. 

and .i:namltbie goverm_nent. It is not tlie way in which the con- ! But if he practices. manufaeturing, he d'oeS' it- for the money 
clus1ons: of- the committee- have oeen reach.e.d;- it is the effect of the:re is itr it ancl fol' no.· otheit reaso~ and t1re· prices: and 
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bounties and taxes that have been paid by the nations of the. 
world to invite, incite, and excite the sharpest rivalry among 
men in their effort to subjugate and enlist in their behalf the 
hostile force of nature have been the best investments that have 
been made up to date. And that, I think, Mr. President, is one 
of the reasons why every civilized nation on the earth except 
England has discovered the economic wisdom of protecting 
opportunity by protective tariffs, and why every nation on 
earth including England has offered bounties and prizes to. those 
w~o have advanced civilization by increasing the productivity 
of human toil. 

I desire at this time to put into too REcoRD a partial list of 
the Connecticut industries which will be affected by the- pend
ing bill. This list I take from the last census and the Connecti
cut factory and labor bulletins. 

Lnter on I may appeal to those responsible for :.his bill to 
raise certain rates which are clearly demanded, but my purpose 
at this time is to show that the pending bill is in its entirety 
founded upon a tariff theory which, in my opinion, excludes the 
pos ibility of intelligent protection to American industries and 
which is in glaring violation of the pledges of the Democratic 
Party to the people of Connecticut. 
STATISTICS CONCERNI~G MANUFACTURI~G I1'l>uSTRIES OF co:-.~"ECTICUT. 

[From Absh·act of Thirteenth Census~ 1910.] 
In 1910 Connecticut had a population of 1,114,75.6 and ranked 

twelfth among the States with regard to the value o! her manufac
tured products. There were 4.251 man1Jfacturing establishments, which 
gave employment to an average of 233,871 persons during that year. 
She paid out $135,756,000 in salaries and wages. The value of manu· 
factored products turned out was $400,272,000, and the value of the 
materials used in the manufacture of these products was $257,259,000, 
giving an added value by manufaeture of $233,013.000. The expenses 
were $429,904,000, and the capital was $517,547,00-0. 

onnecticut ranks second among the States in the production of rub
ber boots and shoes, measured by the value of the products, and the 
three gold and sil ve-r refineries of the State reported a greater value of 
the products than did :my other State. 

Te:I!tile industries.-Tbese industries \n Conneeticot gave employment 
to an average of 34.192 wage earners, or 16.2 per cent of the total 
of all the manufacturing industries in the State. The value of the 
products amounted to $70,459,000, or 14.4 per cent of the total value 
of manufactured products. Of the total value of the products of the 
four branches of tbe t extile industry. 34.4 per cent was contributed by 
the cotton mills, 29.9 per cent by the silk mills, 27.5 per cent b.v the 
woolen and worsted mills, and 8.2 per cent by the hosiery and knitting 
mills. 

Brass and bronze product&.-Connecticut ranked first among the 
States in the combined value, repo1·ting 44.6 per cent o! the total value 
for the United States. * 

Fotmd1·v ana machine shops.-In the products of this industry the 
most important one consists of hardware. of which more than two
tiftbs of tbe total value reported for the United States was reported 
from Connecticut. 

Firearms and ammunition.-This industry is mainly centralized in 
New Haven and Bridgeport, exclusive of governmental establishments. 
Almost four-fifths or the total value of ammunition and over one
faurtb of the total value of firearms manufactured in the United States 
was reported from establishments located in the State. Connecticut 
was the leading State in the total value of products rePQrted for the 
combined value. 

Automobiles and pa1·ts.-This includes 8 establishments reporting 
the manufacture of automobiles, and 20 establishments "with about 
one-fonrth of the total value of products for the whole industry." 

Cutler11 and tools.-Connectlcut ranks second in this industry in the 
United States. The value of the products for this industry was 
$10,716,918. 

Hats and fur felt industry.--Connecticut was second in importance 
in this industry, with 21.7 per cent of the total value of products for 
the United States. 

Clocl,s.-Conneeticut ronked first in docks and watches in the value 
of products. Nine of the sixteen industries in the State were engaged 
primarily in the manufacture of clocks. This branch of the industry in 
Connecticut dates back as far as early in 1800, and much of its early 
development took place in that State, where it has been largely cen
tralized. 

The found1·y and machine shops gave employment to 37,736 persons, 
or more than twice as many as any other single industry of the State. 
The average number of wage earners in the leading cities and towns 
were as follows : 

B1·idgeport.-Thls city was the foremost city in the State in manu
factures, with 47.1 per cent in value of products and 37.2 per cent in 
average number of wa~e eamers. Compared with other manufacturing 
cities of the country, Bridgeport ranked thirty-third in the value of prod
ucts for 1910. The foundrie'I and machine shops of this city turned 
out products valued at 9,752,000, 01· 14.9 per cent of the correspond
in~ total for the State. The corset industry was also considered of 
importance, with an output valued at $6,899,000, or 53.8 per cent of 
the total value for the industry of the State. 

New Haven.-Tbis city was the. second city of the State as me-asnred 
by tbe value of products, with 28.8 per cent In value of produets and 
9.8 per cent in average number of wage earners. 

Waterbttry.-The third manufacturing clcy of the State, showed an 
increase of 55.6 per cent in value of products and 30.9 per cent in 
number of wage eaFners compared with that of 1904. The industries 
of this city are centralized in a single one-that of brass and bronze 
manufacturing. In 1910 the reported products amounted to 
$31,462,000, or 62.5 per cent of the total for· the city. In 1910. 21 
per cent of the value of all the brass and bronze products manu
factured in the United States was reported from Waterbury. Over 
two-fifths of the total value of clocks and watches manufactured in 
the United States was reported from Waterbury. Other industries of 
importance were the manufactures of foundry and machine-shop prod
ucts, gas, electric fixtures and lamps, needles, p!ns, books and eyes, 
and buttons. 

Hartford.-Tbe fourth manutacturing city of the State has showed 
an increase of 56.6 per cent in the value of products and 30.4 per eent 
in the number of wage earners compared with 1904. These gains were 
largely due to the inerease in the manufacture of automobiles, foundry 
and machine-shop products, rubber goods, typewriter and typewriter 
supplies. The major portion of the value of the output for the State 
of dentists' materials, nails and spikes not made in steel works or roll
ing mllls, feather belting, and machine screws was reported from this 
city. 

Norwich shows the greatest gain In the value of products from 
1904 to 1910 with 55.9 per centJ.. and New Brltain tbe greatest in the 
number of wage earners with 34.~ per cent. The manufactures of New 
Britain are so centralized in the hardware industry that the output of 
this industry reports 52.9 per cent of the total value of products for 
the city; 44.2 per cent of the value of cutlery and tools made in the 
State for 1910 were reported from New Britain. 

Norwich.-In this city the textile industries are o:f the most impor
tance. 

Ansonia and Tor7'ington.-The most important industries o! these 
cities are the manufactures o.:f brass and bronze and machine tools. 

Meriden.-The silverware and plated-ware industry ls the most 
important in this city. In 1910 this city reported 65.9 per cent of the 
total value of gas and electric fixtures and lamps and reflectors manu
factured in the State. 

Naugatuck.-The leading industries are the manufacture of i:ubbe~ 
boots. shoes, and rubber goods. 

Middletoivn.-The most important industry ls the manu!acture o:f 
men's furnishings (elastic goods). 

Danbury.-Its leading industry is the fur-felt hat manufactures. The 
output in 1910 was valued at ·$7,114,683 and formed 68.6 per cent ot 
the total value r~ported for this Industry in the State. 

The manufacture of locks makes the machine-shop and foundry indus
try the mo t important in Stamford, and the textile industry predoml~ 
nates in Willimantic and New London. 

Industry. 

:Boots, shoes, cut stock, and findings ...••.... _ •••.••.•••••. 
Brass and bronze products ........... _ .. _ ............... _ .. 
Buttons .....................................•............. 
Clocks .•.... - .......... ··- .... - .•••••. ····-····-····· ..•.•. 
Cotton, small wares ........•.....•.......•.••......... _ ... 
Cutlery and tools ..•.•....•.. _ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••... 
Dyeing and finishing textiles ... _ ..•...•...... _ •••.••...... 
Firearms and ammunition .. _ ....... _ ... _ ......•.......... 
Foundries and machine shops._ .. __ . __ .•.... _ ............ . 

I~~0:f~ii~tkitii good;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Musical instruments, pianos and organs, and materials ...•. 

~W.J!~~~°E::-~.~::·:·:·:·:::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Tobacco .........•..••••••..•••..•..••.....•.•........•.•.. 
Typewriters •..•••••••••• -: ••••• -·· •••••••• -•.• •• • ••••• · · · · 

Number of Persons 
a:!~- employed. 

10 
80 ······i7;890 
20 1,133 
16 6,195 
52 14,887 
82 8,094 
10 1, 817 
10 9 205 

403 42: 101 
94 6,500 
Z1 3,525 
17 2,469 
8 2 82.5 

s1 1;s20 
47 9,385 

:265 1, 861 
8 5,50() 

The typewriter industry of Connecticut is a very large one. 
The Underwood factory at Hartford, Conn., is one of the largest 
factories of its kind in the world and employs about 3,500 
mechanics. The Royal Typewriter factory, of Hartford, is the 
second largest factory of its kind in the State, employing in the 
neighborhood of 1,000 mechanics. Besides these two factories 
there are four other typewriter manufacturing establishments 
in Connecticut, as follows: The Williams Typewriter Co., of 
Derby; the Yost Typewriter Co., of Bridgeport; the Blickens
derfer Typewriter Co., of Stamford; and the Noiseless Type
writer Co., of Middletown. 
FACTORIES IN CoNNECTICUT, BY COUNTIES, WHICH WILL BE AFFECTED 

BY THE PlWPOSED TARIFli' BILL. 
raw llAYEN COUNTY. 

There are 240 factories, 89 of which are located in the city of New 
Haven; 64 in Waterbury, whJch produces the largest amount of bras;ir 
~~o~ ~ai~W=~~;:es of any city in the United States. It Is a city o 

The city of Meriden has 33 manufacturing concerns. Ansonia and 
Derby have 22. Tbe following towns and cities in New Haven County 
contain certain important manufacturing establishments: 

Wallingford, Seymour, Naugatuck, Branford, Beacon Falls, Center· 
ville, Mount Carmel, West Cheshire, Milford, and Clinton. 

New Haven's population is 133,000, Merlden's population is 32,000, 
Ansonia's PQpulation is 15,000, and Derby's population is 9,000. 

FAIRFIELD COUNTY. 

There are 220 factories, 81 of which are in Bridgeport ; Danbury, 
which ls the center ot the hat industry of the United States, and bas 
a population of 23,500, bas 57 factories engaged in this industry, 
togetbei· with the adjoining town of Bethel, with a population of 4,000 
and 18 more factories. 
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There are 18 more factories in the hat industry in Norwalk and 
South Norwalk, and these two towns have a population of about 16,000, 
making a total of 93 factories in these four towns engaged in the hat 
industry. 

Other towns which contain manufacturing interests are Stamford, 
Shelton, Fairfield, Brookfield, New Canaan, and ~Hanus. 

HARTFORD COUNTY. 

There are 208 factories in Ilartford County, 79 of which are located 
in Hartford, the population of which is 99,000. 

Bristol and Forestville, with a. population of 23,000, have 20 fac-
tories. 

New Britain, '\'·ith a population of 44,000, has 22 factories. 
Windso1· Locks, with a population of 4,000, has 10 factories. 
Plainville, with a population of 3,000, has 12 factories. 
Southington and Plantsville, with a population of 6,500, have 9 fac

tories. 
\lanchester, which Is the cente:- of the silk industry oLthe State, has 

a population of 14.000 . 
. Other towns whlch will be affected are Glastonbury, Unionville, 

'.l'hompsonville, Suffield, Avon, a~d Simsbury. 
NEW LO:XDO:N' COUNTY. 

There are 72 factories in New London County. 
Norwich; with a population of 20,000, has 22 factories. 
This <:ounty has 50 factories engaged in the manufacture of cotton, 

woolen goods, and textiles. '.l'here are also 10 factories in this county 
engaged in tlll' manufacture of paJ?er and paper board. A great many 
O'uns and firearms o.f various descriptions are also manufactured in the 
town of Norwich. Other towns that will be affected ai:e New Lond_on, 
Stonington, Taftvill~ Uncasville, Voluntown, Montville, Jewett City, 
Baltic, Mystic, a:!ld vakdale. 

l\IIDDLESEX COUNTY. 

There are 56 factories in Middlesex County. 
Middletown, with a population of 20,000, has 18 factories. 
Deep River and Ivorytown, with a population of about 5,000, are the 

center of the ivory industry of the United States. Ivory tusks have 
always been on the free list and are free in every other country on 
the globe. This bill proposes to put a duty of 20 per cent upon ivory 
tusks. Other towns which will be affected by the bill are Chester, 
East Hampton, Higganum, Moodus, Centerbrook, Portland, and Rockfall. 

WI~DHAM COUNTY. 

There are 52 factories in Windham County. 
Willimantic, town of Windham, with a population of 13,000, has 12 

fait~f~i8m, with a population of 7,000, has 14 factories. 
Forty-two factories in this county are engaged in the manufacture 

of cotton and woolen goods and textiles. Other towns which will be 
aliected are Danielson, Central Village, Dayville, Moosup, Plainfield, 
Wauregan, Sterling, Ilallouville, Packer. 

LITCHFIELD COU:YTY. 

There are 46 factories in Litchfield County. 
Winsted, with a population of 9,000, has 9 factories. 
Torrington, with a population of 17 000, has 7 factories. 
Thomaston, with a population of 4,600, and Terryville, with a popu

lation of 5,000, have 5 factories. Other towns which will be affected 
are Hotchkissville, Lakeville, and Northfield, which towns are engaged 
in the manufacture of cutlery. 

Oakville, with a population of ~.ooo, has factories which produce 
pins of all kinds and employ about 1,500 hands. 

New Hartford has the largest brus.h factory in the State. 
Bantam and New Milford are two other towns which will be af

fected by the bill. 
TOLLAND COUNTY. 

There are 43 factories in Tolland County, 35 of which are engaged 
in the manufactUl'e of woolens, cotton, and textiles. 

Rockville, with a population of 9,000, has 10 factories engaged In 
the manufacture of woolen goods and textiles and is the largest manu
facturing town of woolen goods of any clty in the State. 

Staffor·d, with a population at 6,000, has 12 factories. 
Othe1· towns which will be aliected are Somerville, Eagleville, 

.Andover, Mansfield Center, Coventry, Talcottv11le, and Willington. 
1\fr. STO}.i~. Mr. President, this Chamber seems to have 

within its walls a number of prophets of evil, croaking evangels 
of disaster. The atmosphere we breathe has become impreg
nated with the malodor, so to speak, of direful prophecy. It 
seems as if our friends on the other side, or many of them at 
least, are hungering for a panic. They are doing everything in 
their power to create distrust. 

I wonder if they really want industrial depression; if they 
really desire that there should be a halt in the progress and 
prosperity of the country. It is hard to believe, and yet that 
is the impression being created here and elsewhere. Every Sen
ator on that side who rises to speak has a blue tale of woe to 
tell, made up for the most 'part of doleful prophecies of certain 
disasters to come. I submit, Mr. President, that is not the 
spirit or the tone of that true Americanism that should find 
expression in the American Senate. I say this because it seems 
that there can be but one great underlying purpose behind this 
continuing story of evil prophecy, and that is to create distrust, 
artificially, :ind to bring about a state of industrial depression 
that may redound to the advantage of the Republican Party, on 
the theory that if something bad should happen the Democratic 
Party must answer for it and that the Republican Party would 
be benefited in some corresponding degree. All we hear now are 
tales of woe. 

l\fr. W .ARREN. Does not the Senator believe there could be 
some tales of woe told in consequence of what has already hap
pened in certain markets in regard to certain commodities by 
reason of the threatened tariff bill? In my opinion the prophe
cies made, if made, ha•e been very moderate, and opportunities· 

have been passed over which, if complaint had been sought for 
the purpose of complaint, would only require that the truth be 
known as to what has already happeUied to many of these in
dustries and is happening every d'ty because of the threatened 
tariff bill to show that adversity is already upon us as to certain 
products. 

Mr. STONE. That is the very kind of thing Senators are 
saying here every day, iterating and reiterating it, for absorp
tion by the country. 

Mr. WARREN. No; they are not being stated here. There 
are commodities that have not yet even been spoken of here on 
the Senate floor as to their market values that have greatly 
depreciated, and are on the market to-day at radically lower 
prices than heretofore, and the Senator must know it. I can 
give the Senator a Tery considerable list if he wishes it. 

.Mr. STONE. l\fr. President, that scarcely touches the merits 
of the question. It is possible that some articles can be 
named the market price of which is lower now th::tn months 
before, while it is equally true that numerous other articles , 
can be named where the market price is higher now than ever. 
There are constant fluctuations in the prices of production in 
almost every line. I do not want to start any hornet's nest, 
Mr. President, here to-day, and prolong this discussion_ and 
waste tim~; but I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire, 
who is waiting to interrupt me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall not disturb the Senator if it is 
not entirely agreeable. 

:Mr. STONE. O~, it is not disagreeable, except that I do not 
want to waste too much valuable time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall ' occupy very little time, as is my 
custom. I will ask the Senator if he really believes that those 
of us whb honestly entertain the opinion that the pas..-age of 
this bill will greatly disturb business, and possibly work irrep
arable injury to- the manufacturing business of the country, 
ought to refrain from stating our views? I will ask the Sena
tor, further, how he interprets the fact that the General Elec
tric Co., which has always borrowed money heretofore at 4 
per cent, had to pay 6! per cent for an issue of one-year securi
ties which it recently put on the market? Does it not indicate 
that there is already disturbance, and are we not justified in 
feeling that very likely there will be further disturbance? 

Mr. STONE. Oh, there may be some disturbance here and 
there, traceable to one cause or another. That may happen, 
and does here and all over the world from time to time. Mr. 
President, if I were disposed to go far enough at this time to 
express my real convictions ·-about some things that are going 
on in this country now-and I may have occasion to be more 
specific later · on-I might say that the first fluttering of any 
industrial disturbunee so far is .the result of a deliberate pur
pose, if not a deliberate conspiracy, on the part of certain 
men representing important interests in this country to create 
a disturbance. · 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator surely does 
not believe, which lias been heretofore asserted without au
thority, that the men who are carrying on the great indu trial 
enterprises of this country want to create trouble for them
selves? 

l\Ir. STOI\TE. For the present I pas_s that. I am now talking 
about Republican Senators who .day after day are sending out 
to the country, through the Associated Press and otherwise, 
warnings and prophecies that we are on a downward toboggan 
slide to the " demnition bow wows·" ; that a storm is coming, 
and that wise men had better run to their cyclone cellars, and 
all that sort of thing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What does the Senator think of the pro
nouncements that are going out from the 1Vhite House and from 
the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. STONE. I think they are \ery timely. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Timely? I think they are very untimely. 
Mr. STONE. Yes; I think they are timely. They are timely, 

fo r they are intended to advise the coUJJtry and to discount and 
thwart the purpose-apparently the deliberate purpose-of men 
both in and out of Congress to create a 1eeling in the public 
mind of unrest with the expectation of some resultant indus
trial disturbance. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, a question of order. 
The Senator has stated, in effect, that Members upon this side 
of the Chamber are sending out reports for the purpose of cre
ating disaster. The Senator having made that charge as to 
Members on this side, he should specify the Senators who ha.Ye 
so done. 

1\fr. -STONE. It would be altogether--
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is n very serious charge, and 

only in line with utterances from other sources eeking to dis
count the effects of this bill; for instance, by the President of 
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the United States, who, as is reported, proposes to hang as high 
as Haman anybody who disagrees with his tariff program. It 
is, I think, also a proposition that comes from the Secretary of 
CoIDIDerce to investigate and put out of business any manufac
turer who does not agree with him, and it is now seriously 
contended by the Senator from Missouri that if evil results fol
low the passage of this bill it will be because of the speeches of 
those opposed to the bill-rather a curious conclusion. Now, I 
ask what Senator on this side has sent out reports threatening 
di aster upon this Nation? 

Mr. STONE. I ·have scarcely heard a speech made on the 
other side since this debate began that did not send forth these 
doleful messages. 

l\Ir. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask the Sen~tor to name the 
Senator. 

Mr. STONE. I think probably the Senator himself is guilty. 
. l\1r. CLARK of Wyoming. This Senator ~ as not made a 
speech. 

l\fr. STONE. - Then the Senator is not guilty in that form; 
whether he is gllnty of this offense in some other form I do not 
know. · But every Senator who has spoken on that side has in 
some way assured the country that ruin was coming by leaps 
and bounds. AD.cl, Mr. )?resident, I believe it to be true that it 
is a part of the fixed program of the Republican side of this 
Chamber to create a widespread impression and a fear through
out the country of coming disaster, with the hope of precipi
tatin"" industrial and commercial conditions that will redound 
to their party and political advantage. But, all the same, they 
will not succeed in accomplishing their purpose, Mr. President. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President-- ~ · 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 

yield to the Senato-r from Iowa? 
:Mr. STOI\TE. I will yield. 
Ur. KENYON. .I only want to say, 1\Ir. President, as the 

Senator from Missouri is cha1.·ging this side en masse with such 
a purpose, I speak for myself and say that I have not hesitated, 
wherever an opportunity has been presented, to express the be
lief that the_passage of this bill would not induce any panic or 
any industrial trouble; and in my State I have watched the 
sentiment pretty closely, and the farmers and the business men 
do not share in any such opinion. I trust the Senator will not 
impute it to everyone on this side. 

l\Ir. STONE. I was not thinking of the Sena.tor when I made 
the remarks to which he objects. I har(lly had the Senator from 
Iowa, who has just spoken. and other Senators of his type and 
breadth of thought in my mind. I think that he and they pro
ceed along a different and a higher line, both of thought and 
conduct, in the discharge of their senatorial duties. 

l\Ir. President, I heard this morning the speech made here by 
the Senator from Connecticut [l\Ir. McLEAN], full, as the 
speeches of his colleagues have been, of a blue tale of woe. It 
so hapvens that this very morning also I saw a statement as to 
the commercial and industrial conditions in the country from a 
report of R. G. Dan & Co., which I propose now to read to the 
Senate by way of contrast to the typical Republican speech of 
the Senator from Connecticut. R. G. Dun & Co. is one of the 
great mercantile credit concerns of the United States. They 
have their agents in every neighborhood of the United States, 
who .see with their own eyes what the crop prospects are, what 
the mines are doing, what manufacturers of different kinds are 
doing, what the merchants are doing, what the bankers are 
doing, and what business men generally are doing. They fur
nish reports to their employers, and out of these the central 
office, after careful analysis and consideration, prepare reports 
about all kinds of business and for the use of business men 
everywhere, giving the credit standing of individuals, and giv
ing expression as to the general industrial and economic and 
commercial conditions of the country, and these are relied upon 
in great measure by business men throughout the country. Busi
ness men pay for the right and privilege of using the reports of 
thjs great concern. 

Let me read what R. G. Dun said yesterday, and I will put 
that against what the Senator from Connecticut has said this 
morning: 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I simply desire to say, if it 
be true that the business and industrial inta-ests of the country 
are guided by the business of R. G. Dun & Co., who- are very 
industrious and usually accurate, any expression on the part of 
an individual Senator here would not be likely to create a panic. 

Mr. STONE. I do not think expressions here will create a 
panic, no matter what the purpose of these expressions may be. 
I do not think we are going to ha>e any panic., Mr. President; I 
know we are not. But at the ~ame time I beg to say, with as 
little offense as possible, that if anything would foment a panic 

it would be just such a course as that being pursued by the 
majority of the minority on the other side. · 

Now, let me read this, clipped this morning from the New 
York American. It says : 

Fall business is opening with every indication of a sustained boom. 
Merchants who hesitated placing extensive orders because of pending 
tariff legislation have been forced to make heavy purchases becau e of 
unexpected demands. The impetus foreshadows great and prosperous 
activity. 

The settlement of the tariff controversy i-s looked forward to expect
antly by business men. They are prepared to make new investments 
and embark on large enterprises the moment Congress acts, no matter 
whether it changes the tariff or not. 

Many large merchants who a month ago complained of slack trade 
now report their shelves are alm~t empty. 

The people are anxious to have tariff legislation ended. The 
business men of the country want it disposed of and out of the 
way at the earliest possible moment, so that they may settle 
down to something definite and ba·rn an . end to uncertainty. 
But Republican Senators insist on holding it up. Yesterday we 
were threatened that it might be held up, and this by more 
than one Senato~-held up even until the snow flies-unless 
Senators on this side will agree not to take up other legislation, 
especially currency , legislation. 

But I will continue reading: 
The tone of general optimism pervading business circles was ex

pressed by R. G. Dun & Co .. mercantile agen,,cy, in· the following state
ment to the New York American : 

What I have read so far is an introductory preface by the 
American to the Dun statement. Now comes what the R. G. 
Dun l\Iercantile Agency itself said : 

Prospects for fall buciness are satisfactory. Agricultural conditions 
which underlie the entire business fabric, have seldom been better at 
this time of the year than they are, and the Large crops in practically 
every section of the country, which will be so-ld at remunerative prices, 
insure an active demand through the fall for all kinds of merchan
dise. 

Labor generally is well employed and at remunerati-ve icaaes. bi 
many of the important manufacturing centers there {s some complaint 
regarding the scarcity of labor, and as numerous advances in wages 
have been made it is reasonable to suppose there icili be a contimied 
good demand far the majority of the commodities which enter into 
general consumption. 

That the people are well provided with funds and will purchase 
free.ly is indicated by the liberal orders placed by merchants for fall 
requirements, some wholesale dry-goods factors reporting they could 
dispose of more goods were they readily available, while in many in
stances the volume of business booked measures up very favorably 
with that of former years. 

FOOTWEAR ORDERS. 

In footwear, fall orders are being placed in normal volu!YIE:, not
withstanding high prices, and some manufacturers, especially in the 
West, say their sales exceed those o:f any previous corresponding pe!.'iod. 

The important iron and steel industry, after a short period of some
what quieter conditions, appears to be improving and reports ara 
remarkably uniform that prospects are decidedly encouraging. 

The uncertainty regardrng tariff revision has naturally bad a re
stricting effect in some directions, but it has been more in the nature 
of curtailing prnduction to cunent needs than of reducing con ump
tion, and one of the most favorable features of the situation is the fact 
stocks in those lines which will be most affected are barely sufficient 
to meet the current actual demand. 

Any effect tariff change may have on the future h as, thernfore, bee1i 
very largely discounted. wnen the question is "{tnal1y settled, there Kill 
tmd01ibtedly be a marked revival in the demand for an classes of mer
chandise, which tcili" taq; the 1·esourc68 of the country to fill. 

CURRENCY QUESTION. 

Little attention is apparently being given in mercantile circles to 
the question of currency alterations, the gene-mi belief being ichate-i: er 
change may be made will be far the better. Reports from numerous 
leading centers state collections are reasonably prompt for thi':l season, 
and merchants in the country districts ex:pect easier monetary condi
tions with the movement of the crops. 

Current statistics indorse reports of active business. railroad gross 
earnings being larger than ever before at this period, reflecting an cno l·
mous movement of freight, while bank clearings for the latest week 
made a favorable comparison with a year ago. Foreign trade is also 
very heavy. 

Mercantile failures for the first half of the year showed a decrease 
in the number, so the strain during a tryin~ period was not so severe, 
although, owtng to an unusual number of iarge defaults, the amount 
of liabilities show some increase. 

Mr. President, there is a note of optimis.m, based upon facts 
gathered by the most careful and widespread examination into 
the true conditions existing in practically e'ery neighborhood in 
the United States. How it shines by contrast with this daily 
croaking here! I, for one, am growing weary almost unto 
death with this endless pessimistic chatter, and still more with 
threats that this chatter is to go on, and that the passage of this 
bill is to be delayed, although the business interests of the 
country need to have it settled at the earliest possible date, 
and although the business interests of this country are demand
ing that the chatter sha-11 end and the legislation be completed 
without delay. It is time for the country to understand just 
what the trouble is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not wonder that the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr .. STONE], in >iew of the discussion 
that has been had and that will be had on this bill, showing 
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its imperfections and its atrocities, is growing weary. It is nat
ural that the Senator should grow weary. Considering the time 
that our Democra ti c friends took to consider this bill in com
mittee and iu a Democratic caucus covering a period of nearly 
three months, it i · ra ther remarkable that the Senator from 
.Missouri should find fault that we have kept it under discussion 
for two weeks in the Senate; but it does not appeal to me. 

The Senator, Mr. President, is too excited this morning. I 
think the Senator came yery near to violating a rule of the Senate 
this morning, which I will read-paragraph 2 of Rule XIX: 

No Senator in debat~ sha ll , directly or indirectly, by any form of 
words impute t o anot her Senator or to other Senators any conduct or 
motiYe unworthy or unbecoming a Senator. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator has made very serious 
charges against Senators on this side of the Chamber. I think 
be has imputed to them unworthy motives, in violation of that 
rule, which ought always to be observed in debate. 

I do not see nor can I feel that anything has been said or 
clone that needs to excite the Senator from Missouri, or any 
other Senator on that side of the Chamber. We are proceeding 
in a very orderly way in debating this bill. Yesterday the 
Democratic side of the Chamber took quite as much time as 
the Republican side in the debate, and I was very glad to see 
them do that, because their silence heretofore has been a little 
oppressive to some of us. We will continue to debate this bill 
item by item and schedule by schedule until it is completed, and 
some of us will continue to do it in our own way. I speak 
for no one but my elf. I regretted yesterday that the sugges
tion was made in debate that somebody was speaking for this 
side of the Chamber. It certainly was not me. I speak for 
myself only now and at every other time. 

I hope that the suggestions and predictions of the house of 
R. G. Dun & Co. are based upon substantial foundations, but 
the Senator from 1\!issouri suggested, before reading the article, 
that the shel\es of our merchants were practically empty, so 
far as goods are concerned. That is natural. With three or four 
hundred million dollars' worth of foreign goods in bond to-day 
in the United States that are to be dumped upon the American 
market without the payment of duty if this bill passes in its 
present form, why should any merchant purchase goods and 
stock his shelves? I have talked with merchants on that point 
in my own State and elsewhere and they tell me they are not 
going to do it; that they are going to wait until they get 
cheaper goods. Why should any man buy wool to-day and pay 
the duty on it if he is to have free wool? Why should a mer
chant stock up with sugar and pay a duty on it if he is to have 
free sugar? And so on through the list. 

I say to the Senator that I frankly join with him in the hope 
that we may not have any industrial disaster, but educated in 
the school that I have been educated in, believing as I do in the 
policy of protection, which I do not find in this bill, I can not 
free my mind from the conviction, which I shall express at all 
proper times, that the passage of this law will bring industrial 
disturbance and, I fear, industrial disaster to the people of 
the United States. That feeling is shared by the people whom 
I so inadequately represent. I would be very glad to disabuse 
their minds of that feeling if I could, but I share with them in 
that feeling, and I deplore the possibility of this bill ever be
coming a law. That it will become a law I presume is to be 
expected, and when it becomes a law it will then be tested by the 
Americnn people. If it works out as well as the Senator from 
Missouri thinks it will, the Democratic Party will have justified 
itself before the people of the United States. The Democratic 
Party will have proved that the Republican Party all through 
its history has been wrong, so far as its contentions on tariff 
matters are concerned; but if, on the other hand, it proves not 
to work well, if it proves a detriment to the people of the 
United States, if it brings industrial disturbance and commer
cial disaster to our people, then the Democratic Party will have 
failed in its contention and the country will return, as I believe 
it will return, to the policies and doctrines of the great R~ 
publican Party. 

Now, l\Ir. President, let us keep good-natured about this 
matter. Let us go along with the consideration of this bill as 
best we can. Let us cross swords with our Democratic friends 
when we think they are wrong, and let them at such length as 
they choose try to convert us to the unsound views that they 
hold regarding this proposed legislation. 

Mr. STERLING. l\fr. President, I rise to a qqestion of per
sonal privilege, not relating at all to anything which has been 
said by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE] ; but the p1ivi
lege I claim is that of gladly admitting my acquaintance with 
a gentleman in South Dakotai any knowledge of whom it would 
appear that I denied yesterday in my remarks on the tariff bill 
ln a colloquy with the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH]. On 

page 2844 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the colloquy occurs, 
and it appears I was asked if I knew Mr. A. E. Charnl>erlain, 
formerly of the agricultural department of tlie State. Later I 
was asked in regard to knowing him a conuected wi th fue 
agricultural college at Brookings. At the time of the in
quiry--

Mr. JAMES. I should merely like to suggest to the Senator 
from South Dakota, if he is addressing himself to a que tjon 
of privilege which relates to a colloquy had with the Senator 
from l\Iontana [1\!r. WALSH], that the Senator from Montana 
is not in the Chamber at this tiJ!le. 

l\Ir. STERLING. It does not involve the Sena tor from i\lon
tana at all, I will say to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. JAMES. I beg the Senator's pardon. I could not hear 
his suggestion, and I merely wished to suggest the absence of 
the Senator from 1\fontana. 

l\fr. STERLING. There is no dispute between the Senator 
from Montana and myself as to what occurred; but at the time 
of the inquiry I did not catch the initials of the gentleman's 
name as given by the Senator from l\Iontana, and I did not 
know of his connection with the agricultural department of the 
State, save that I had, of course, known that l\Ir. A. E. Cham
berlain had been engaged in conducting farmers' institutes in 
the State. I did not know that he had had any connection 
whatever with the agricultural college at Brookings, nor, as 
the Senator stated, that my friend, A. E. Chamberlain, headed 
the delegation that came to Washington in connection with the 
reciprocity measure. Hence I said, in response to the ques
tions of the Senator from l\lontana, that I did not know the 
gentleman. I am happy to say that I do know him, and be is 
a very estimable gentleman. I recognize him since I have 
learned his initials and ascertained that he is the gentleman 
to whom the Senator from Montana referred at the time. · 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, the Senator from l\Iissouri 
[.!\fr. STONE] has read an optimistic statement from the R. G. 
Dun Mercantile Agency, and I have myself noticed that the 
Dun reports have been remarkably optimistic during the tariff 
debate. It does not seem to me, however, that the statements 
are borne out by the facts. 

Before briefly calling the attention of the Senate to several 
specific instances of failure, the closing of mills, and the general 
curtailment of bm1iness in Pennsylvania, occurring very recently, 
I should like to remind the majority of this body of the circum
stances under which this legislation is now pending. It was 
held for nearly a month in secret conference. The minority 
have had little or no opportunity to learn why changes were 
made in the bill or what changes were made. The country 
expects of the minority to debate to a reasonable extent and 
to expose, from the point of view of the Republican protection
ists, the objections to the pending measure. There is not the 
slightest desire on the part of anyone on this side of the 
Chamber to delay this bill one day. Three-quarters of the time 
consumed up to the present in the discussion of this measure 
has been occupied by the majority in conh·ol of this legislation. 
I have not seen the situation stated more concisely than in 
the clipping from the Washington Herald, which I shall now 
send to the desk and ask the Secretary to read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows from the Washington Herald 
of May 20, 1913 : 

BEHIND CLOSED DOORS. 

In a recent issue of a monthly magazine President Wilson expressed 
some interesting ideas regarding the preparation of tariff and currency 
laws .. His main contention was that ' the people" were not heard. 
He obJected to the fact that big manufacturers, bankers, and heads of 
railroad corporations were chiefly consulted when important legislation 
was to be enacted. But, most of all, he condemned the practice of 
considering these matters ln secret under conditions which gave the 
people no opportunity to know how and why the legislators arrived at 
their course of action. 

" I do not want," to quote President Wilson's own words, " a smug 
lot of experts to sit down behind closed doors in Washington and play 
Providence to me." 

The aaministration of President Wilson, marked thus far by honesty 
and sincerity of purpose, can not afford to suffer the taint of secret 
manipulation. If the tariff blll which passed the House is to be 
changed in the Senate, the country bas a right to know why the amend
ments have been made. The record should be public. The reason for 
changes must not only be apparent, but convincing, and it can not be 
·either if the veil of secrecy envelops senatorial action. 

Not only the Democratic administration but the Senate is on trial. 
Neither can hope to retain popular favor if tariff legislation is to be 
effected behind closed doors. It may be that Democratic Senators do 
not want to hear the warnings which would be uttered nor listen to 
statements which would make good campaign material for the opposi
tion. We can not . believe that fear inspires their line of conduct. 
This being the case, and it being equally certafa that no Sena.tor hns 
any desire to do in secret that which he would not do in the open, ' 
there seems to be no ground whateve1· for the program of secrecy ·vhkh 
has been entered upon. 
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Ur. PENROSE. Mr. Presidf'at, the charge was frequently 

made when the Payne-Aldrich _, ill was being framed that the 
then majority in this Chamber surrendered their judgment to 
the chairman of the J:i...,inance Committee. It is evident that the 
method has only been slightly altered, if the truth of the 
charge made is to be admitted, which I do not admit. 

There is, howeYer, no question of the fact that the majorHy 
Senators in this body have absolutely surrendered not only 
their own judgment but the interests of their constituents to a 
Democratic caucus; and the only reply that bas heretofore 
been made was the reply made yesterday by the Senator from 
Mi i sippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] that they were no worse than the 
Republicans had been four years ago. 

As to these rosy views of Dun, I hold in my hand the state
ment of a failure, a complete closing of one of the largest textile 
concerns in southeastern Pennsylvania, occurring two or three 
clays ago. I will ask the Secretary to read the short notice of it 
which I Eencl to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
[From the Philadelphia Public Ledger of July 29, 1913.] 

CHESTER PLAXT IDLE-HETZEL TEXTILE l\IILLS CLOSED, OWI~G TO TAI!IFF 
UNCERTAIXTY. 

CHESTER, PA., July 28. 
George C. Iletzel, president of Hetzel & Co., owners of a large textile 

plant In this city, in explaining the cause for closing down for an 
indefinite period, declares that owing to the present tariff bill the 
wholesale clothiers who boy from them will not give orders for new 
goods. 

Mr. Iletzel further said : " For the present we will run only the 
finishing and dyehouse. In former years we were always successful in 
having on hand sufficient orders to keep the plant running in between the 
seasons until the next sea on's orders began to come in. This year such 
bas not been the case, owing to the present tariff uncertainty." 

Abont 300 persons are all'ected as a result of the weaving depart
ment being closed. When the few orders on· hand are finished the 
finishing department and dyehouse will be shut down. 

:Mr. PENROSE. In other words, Mr. President, 300 persons 
have already been thrown out of employment and several hun
dred more will be thrown out of employment in a short time. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDEl~T. Does the Senator from Pennsyl

Tania yield to the Sena tor from Kentuch.-y? 
Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 
.l\fr. JAMES. I should like to ask the Senator if it is not 

true that the reports of Dun & Co. and Bradstreet & Co. show 
that the failures this year, week by week, have been fewer than 
during the last year? 

Mr. PENROSE. I have already admitted that a strange op
timism prevails in the reports of these two mercantile agencies, 
but they are not borne out by the facts. 

Mr. JAMES. Of course, mercantile agencies are not political 
orga.niza tions trying to further the interests of political parties. 
We should not infer, I hope, from the Senator's statement that 
he wants to have the country believe that Dun & Co. and Brad
street & Co. are making false reports of the business conditions 
of the country. 

M:r. PENROSE. Not intentionally; but I think their sources 
of information must be extremely poor. 

Mr. JA.MES. Does the Senator think, sitting in the Chamber 
here as a Senator from Pennsylvania, and, of course, very in
tensely in favor of protection, that he is a bette~ judge of the 
business conditions of the country than these great business 
org:miza tions? 

Mr. PENROSE. I do, so far as Pennsylvania is concerned. 
l\fr. JAMES. These organizations ramify every part of the 

Nation and get daily and weekly reports of the condition of the 
business of the country. 

1\fr. PENROSE. I am only speaking for eastern Pennsyl
vania, and I think that I know a great deal more than does any 
mercantile agency about conditions there. 

I will go further and state, for the information of the Senator, 
that in addition to the complete shutdown of this very well
known, long-established, and thoroughly solvent concern there 
is not a textile industry east of the Susquehanna River in the 
State of Pennsylvania that is working more than three days a 
week at the present time. 

I took occasion to select a small county, the county of Leba
non, in eastern Pennsylvania, with a number of small, diversi
fied industries, and I had a person go up there and find out just 
what was going on. I have a report, received in the last few 
days, which I should like the Secretary to read. 

The VICE PRESIDE ... T'J.,. In the absence of objection the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Seeretary read as follows : 
Colebrook furnaces, two in number, owned by the Lackawanna Iron 

& Steel Co., managed by Lloyd Wolfe, a Democrat, one shut down. 

Mr. Wolfe informed me that no men were laid otf, as they were given 
work cleaning up and repairing, but in a week or so they would be com
pelled to proportion the work and have halt the force work one week 
a.nd alternate. -

Mr. Wolfe reluctantly admitted that the shutdown was caused t,iv the 
poor condition of the iron market; also that they were making iron at 
a loss and" storing most of it waiting for better prices. 

If matters do not change I am willing to say that several hundred 
men will be out of employment at this plant. 

They are operating three other furnaces here, and there are rumors 
on the streets that they will close down also. Most of this informa
tion was given me by Wolfe confidentially. 

Lebanon Blast Furnace Co., owned by the Meily estate (old-fashioned 
furnace), shut down tight; 100 men out of work. George Meily, one 
of the owners, very bitterly condemns and blames the Democratic tariff 
makers for the trouble. 

Sheridan furnace, one, owned by the Berkshire Iron Co., located at 
Sheridan, Pa., this county, shot down tight; 200 men out of work. I 
could not learn from the manager the cause, for the reason that he was 
also dropped and, I understand, has left these parts. 

The facts as stated are pretty reliable. I spoke with each one of 
tbe managers, except in th.e case of the one connected with the Sheridan 
furnace. and that information I got over the telephone from one of 
the leading business men in that section, so you can rely upon its being 
correct. 

.Mr. PENROSE. As I have said, Mr. President, Lebanon 
County is one of the smaller counties of the State. The 1,000 
persons at present out of employment in that county can not 
find the wherewithal for their daily sustenance out of the rosy 
reports of ·the Dun l\Iercantile .Agency. 

I will ask the Secretary to read further an extract from the 
Lebanon Daily Times. I ha ye purposely selected this small 
rural section, which the traveler on a train passing through 
would not suppose had an industry in it, to illustrate what must 
be going on all over the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
which is a seething mass of industrial establishments. I desire 
to state here that Mr. Coleman, who makes the comment, is one 
of the largeEt manufacturers in that section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
[From the Lebanon Daily Times, May 15, 1913.) 

MR. B. DAWSON COLEMAN'S COMM.EXT ON THE CLOSil'IG OF INDUSTRIAL 
pJ,ANTS-THE DIRECT RESUJ,T OF THE ABANDONME:-.'T OF THE COUN
TRY'S POLICY OF PROTECTION TO AMERICA~ LA.TIOR. 

It may seem like a matter hardly worth noticing in these times of 
general prosperity, when everybody who wants it has work to do, but, 
nevertheless, it would be a grave mistake on the part of anyone not 
to give at least a moment's consideration to the shutting down of the 
iron plants of this county. Not so long ago there were three more in 
operation than at the present time. and why is a question well worth 
asking. On no less an authority than the word of the resident man
ager of the P ennsylvania Steel Co., Mr. B. Dawson Coleman, the reason 
given is that it does not pay under present uncertain conditions grow
ing out of the new tariff laws to run such plants at their top speed. 
To be in business and lose money is a very uncomfortable situation, and 
add to that the more uncertain future, and we have a situation that 
is almost unbearable. Like it as we may, it must be a source of satis
faction to men who during the last general election campaign made 
predictions that are now approaching their fulfillment, and yet at the 
time they were scoffed at as the statement of demagogues who were seek
ing to make political capital out of the situation. However much this 
is to be decried, when the men and the cause they represented arc taken 
into consideration it is not too early for anyone to stand up and at
tempt to say that the danger flag was not sincerely waved and the 
situation was as plainly described as common language could make it. 
Bot the proof of the pudding is in the eating is an old saying, and 
now statements then made are being put to the test in a very uncom
fortable manner. A decided change in the revenue policy of the coun
try can not be made without the effect of it being felt in every walk 
of life, even down to the lowest-pa.id laborer who depends upon his 
hard-earned daily wage for support. The situation in connection with 
the closing down of one of the North Lebanon furnaces, owned and 
run by the Pennsylvania Steel Co., one of the largest and most pros
perous in the country, under the management of one of Lebanon's most 
influential citizens, is cause enough to awaken earnest inquiry, and the 
answer comes as a thunder clap from a clear sky, leading to an awaken
ing most terrifying. Most people not initiated are not aware that under 
present conditions pig iron in Lebanon is being made at a loss, point
ing to a future so dark and forbidding from an industrial point of view, 
ln the face of what the Democratic policy of the present administra
tion is doing, as to make it almost suicidal for any manufacturer to 
continue to make or torn out a product in the faint hope of bettering 
conditions, in order that, from a humanitarian standpoint, labor may 
continue to find employment, as has ·often been the case. The sitna
tion is such at this time that capital must be conserved to meet unseen 
contingencies, and as a result the first to suffer most keenly will be 
labor. Sad as that is to contemplate. the fact remains and can not be 
gainsaid. This. then, brings op a subject too often slightingly alluded 
to, namely, politics. In the few addresses Mr. Coleman made on the 
stump, when his interest was aroused to an extraordinary degree by 
wbat he saw might be the result and from a kindly consideration for 
the many men in his employ who were being carried away on the wild 
tide of progessiveism, he then plainly foretold just what is beginning 
to be realized; and if that does not afford food for reflection, we hardly 
know what will. It is now a condition, not simply a theory, that con
fronts us; and sad as it is, it would be infinitely sadder if the occasion 
were allowed to pass by without some allusion to the cause, and our 
community, at least, is under a debt of obligation to Mr. Coleman and 
men like him who stand forth as captains of industry to have them 
tell the people the straight truth, so that should the occasion again 
present itself the right kind of an effort can be made by men wilh 
their better judgment aroused mast keenly in a very drastic manner 
to correct the evils that now are upon us and threatening to grow 
with incr eased crushing power as the wailing, dying cry of murdered 
American industries rolls over the land. 
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l\!r. PEl\'IlOSEJ. .Mr. President, I sho.ll not detain the Senate 
by too many instance showing the lack of correct information 
which seem to exist on the part of Dun s Mercantile Agency; 
but I should like to ha>e a short account of the closing down of 
furnace No. 3 in Lebanon read by the Secretary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. I n the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 
· The Secretary read as follows: 
[From the Lebanon Daily News, Lebanon, Pa., Tuesday, May 13, 1913.] 
NO. 3 FUR."ACE WILL BE IDLE-NORTH LEBANO::i PLAN'T OF THE PE."'iNSYL-

VANIA STEEL CO. WILL BE BLOWN OU~SLUl\IP IN THE 111ARKET--RESI· 
DENT l\IA~AGER B. DAWSON COLEMAN GIVES EXPRESSION TO VIEWS. 

While Democratic Congressmen at Washington and the Democratlc 
press throughout the country are still preaching the doctrine of pros
perity without a protective tariff, and while President Wilson is still 
threatening anybody who attempts to "start something" in the way of 
industrial trouble, the tariff tinkering is certainly having its bad effects; 
and Lebanon to-day feels its first effects in the shape of the stoppage 
of a furnace. 

BLOW!f OUT TO-NIGHT. 

No. 3 furnace, of the North Lebanon plant of the Pennsylvania Steel 
Co., will be blown out to-night, and that furnace will be idle for an 
indefinite period. It remains to be seen whether the other furnace will 
also be blown out later. Tbat is not in immediate prospect, however, 
for the Pennsylvania Steel Co. is an unusualJy large concern, and its 
manufacturing plants at Steelton and elsewhere may keep the remain
ing furnace in operation no matter what may happen. Such, at least, 
is the hope of the local officials. · 

MIGHT SUSPE~D FOR REP.A.ms. 

Although it was announced some time ago that the Lackawanna Iron 
& Steel Co.'s Colebrook and Cornwall plants might suspend for repairs 
at any time, Supt. Wolfe stated this m-0ming that no orders for a sus
pension had been received up to the present time. 

mo~ MARKET HIT. 

B. Dawson Coleman, resident manager of the Pennsylvania Steel Co., 
was interviewed this morning on the subject of the proposed shutdown 
of No. 3 furnace. 

" Is the proposed suspension necessary for repairs or is it occasioned 
by tariff possibilities? " he was asked. 

"No. 3 furnace is in excellent shape," replied Mr. Coleman. "I do 
not want tQ say that the prospective tariff schedules are directly re
sponsible, for I do not know that for a certainty, but I do know that 
some influence or other has hit the iron market very hard, for prices 
have been going down steadily during the past several months. And 
even at the reduction there is no demand for it. We have been storing 
some iron lately and we do not think it advisable to continue doing so 
under the uncertain conditions now prevailing." 

"Wbat is your opinion of the present tarifr bill as i t passed the 
Hou last week and as it is now under consideration by the Senate?" 

" I have only a general opinion to make in this regard," replied Mr. 
Coleman, " and that is that I am sincerely afraid that the Democrats 
are going to make their usual mess of things. They were placed in 
power not by a majority of the people, but by a combination of circum
stances in which the Bull Moose movement played a conspicuous part, 
and yet the Democratic Representatives at Washington presume to say 
that the American people want a tariff for revenue only. I do not 
believe it. I am firmly convinced that the majority of the people do 
want protection for American industries. And the wisdom of such a 
course is apparent in the fact that the mere mention of letting down 
the bars to admit foreign competition on a cheap-labor basis is suf
ficient to cause a slump in prices and hold u\> the demand for other 
products of American mills, as well as of iron.' 

Ur. PENROSID. Mr. President, these small industries which 
have suffered devastation as the result of the mere menace of 
this bill are in no way connected with any great combination or 
trust or aggregation of capital or industrial concerns. They are 
in the hands of small private owners. As I say, it has already 
affected one of the smaller counties of the State to such an ex
tent that 1,000 men are thrown out of employment. 

Going to another part of the country, I call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that the Greystone Mills closed com
pletely. Greystone, I believe, is somewhere near Providence, 
R-. I. It was stated by the firm of :Messrs. Jo .eph Benn & Sons 
that the provisions of the new tariff bill made it absolutely im
possible for the firm to compete successfully with imported 
goods and that a stoppage of machinery would take place imme
dia tely. 
· At Greystone, Mes r . Benn & Sons are spinners and manu
facturers of mohair and alpaca, and employed abou t 1,500 work 
people, who are now absolutely out of employment, and are 
supposed to recei'rn consolation from the rosy r eports of Dun's 
Mercantile Agency. The business has been built up under the 
shelter of protective duties until it has now reached a high 
state of prosperity. The Greystone mills were opened in Febru
ary, 1905. Mr. Harrison Benn, in an interview, says: 

There is notlilng strange in it, nor is there anything that a person 
can not understand. Our business here is different from that of other 
manufacturers in thi country in that we have two plants, one here in 
Greystone and the other in Bradford, England 

This is not the only instance, l\Ir. President, of two plan ts, 
one in this country and one abroad. 

We make the same kind of goods in each mill fro m the -same kind of 
stock, and for that reason, when we find that we can manufacture a 
style cheaper in one mm than we can in the -0ther we t ransfer the 
order to that mill In the present case I have asked the Congressmen 
from this State to try and have an adequate protective duty placed 
upon mohair and alpaca goods that we ma y be able to operate both ot 
om- plants. 

This seems to be something that they either can not or will not do, 
and for that reason I find that under the propo ed Underwood Tariff 
Act I can make goods in Bradford and land them tn New York at about 
4 cents a yard cheaper than I can make them in G1·eystone and ship 
them t o New York. 

One final case, and I am done-that of the Sharple s cream 
separator concern, located about 30 miles from Philadelphia, 
in the city of West Chester. The Sharpless -cream separator 
is an invention of .Mr. Sharpless, on which he ha built up a 
plant the1--e employing many men and women and children. His 
goods, the cream separators, are shipped not only all over the 
United States but all over the world, to China and to the Orient. 
Within a week that concern has completed the absolute trans
fer of its plant to Hamburg, and no longer is there a -restige 
of it left in the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I want to say 
to my distinguished friend and neighbor just acros the Dela
ware River in Pennsylvania that the closing of mills in Penn
sylvania is not a new thing. I have done a good deal of mis
sionary work over in Pennsylvania, and I haye found iron mills 
in Pennsylvania closed for the past 15 years under the reign and 
r~gime of the Republican Party and the high pr-0tective tariff 
system. 

Mr. P~J10SEJ. I should be glad if the Senator would men
tion a specific instance. I do not recall a mill that has been"' 
closed. 

l\I.r. MARTINE of New J ersey. I will say furnaces, rather 
than mills. I have found furnaces and I have found mifo; in 
Pennsylvania that have been closed; and I have found, and 
know from my own knowledge, as the Senator does, Qf most 
disastrous labor troubles in Pennsylvania that have come alx>Ut 
under the r~gime of the high tariff. I want to say further that, 
while the distinguished Senator comments ad>ersely upon the 
reports of Dun's Agency and upon the calamity that has come 
to steel-mill owners, I hold in my hand a copy of the New York 
Times of July 30, to:day, which states in large letters : 

Steel earnings up to $41,219,813-Quarter ~nded shows 15. 70 per 
cent on common stock-Only three quarters so good. 

Then- it goes on further to state that this is the most remark
able in the history of the company. 

Big gain over first period, and, compared with same months last year, 
increase is $16,100,000-Far better than expected. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President--
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I submit that, really, for the 

past eight months, but certainly for the past six months, we 
have been living in an era of tariff reform. It was in the very 
atmosphere. The world knew it. Everybody knew it. Every 
manufacturer and every mill -0wner knew it throughout the 
length and breadth of our country; so our friends can not raise 
this calamity howl in the hope of catching votes. Your case, I 
am sorry to say for you, is past redemption and past hope.. 

I find that the New York Sun says--
1\Ir. OLIVER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jer

sey yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is too bad to interrupt this. 
Mr. :MARTINE of New Jersey. No; it is not too bad to in

terrupt me. I know exactly what the Senator from Pennsyl
vania will say. 

l\fr. OLIVER. Then the Senator had better say i t, Mr. 
President. I will yield to him. 

Mr. MARTINE of New J ersey. I know just what he will say. 
It will be hung all over with crepe and sadness and sorrow. 
Everything is going to chaos, to death, and destruction, under 
your theory. Yet the fact is, as I said before, that in your own 
State the most calamitous strikes, that brought bloodshed, 
death, sadness, sorrow, and starvation to scores and scores 
of mill workers, ha>e come under your r~gime. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena
tor to name one. 

Mr. MARTINE of New J ersey. I will point to the Homestead 
strike and the Bethlehem Steel str ike under your l\IcKinley law. 

l\Ir. OLIVER. Twenty-one years ago ! 
Mr. l\IARTINE of New J ersey. I do n-0t care whether it i s 

21 or twice 21 years ago. We tried it out. The public knew it. 
It made the d isturbance and has created the discontent of labor. 

I want to say, further, that the New York Sun of to-day- and 
God knows nobody will claim that that paper is very much on 
our side of the question- goes on to speak, in its financial arti
cle, of " underlying firmness in stocks despite unfavorable in
fluences." 

What are the " unfavorable influences" ? The " unfavorable 
influences " are the depression that the great financial interests 
would endeavor to bring about and the calamity that these two 
Senators, distinguished and capable though they are, have 
held up. 



1913. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 2921 
The article goes on to say--
1\Ir. OLIVER. l\fr. President, I should like to ask the Sena

tor from New Jersey to yield to me for just a minute. 
l\Ir. l\fARTINE of New Jersey. Proceed; I will yield. 
l\Ir. OLIVER. The Senator has alluded to "these two Sena

tors." I desire to call his attention to the fact that if I am 
one of the two, I have not said anything so far. I have pre
dicted no calamity. While the Senator from New ~ersey has 
very kindly volunteered to anticipate what I was. goi;ig to. say, 
I regret to say that his anticipation of my remarks is entirely 
different from the remarks I intended to make. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I stand corrected, then. I 
should like to hear the Senator now give us a portrayal of 
glory and hope for the future. 

Mr. OLIVER. l\Ir. President, I simply desire to say that my 
colJeague alluded to a number of iron plants in the eastern part 
of Pennsylvania that had shut down. In reply to that the Sena
tor from New Jersey has read a report of the earnings of the 
United States Steel Corporation. 

The United States Steel Corporation does not own a single 
plant in Pennsylrnnia east of the Allegheny :Mountains. Its 
entire holdings in that State are in the western part of the 
State. The United States Steel Corporation does not make one
fourth of the steel that is made in · Pennsylvania. 

I said a year ago when a bill similar to this· was before the 
Senate, and I say n~w, that so far as the steel ind~stry is con
cerned, the industrial managers who have anythmg to fear 
from this proposed legislation are not the men who run the 
United States Steel Corporation, but the men who have the 
small plants, many of which are in eastern Pennsylvania, some 
in the western part of the State, and others scattered over the 
whole length and breadth of the land. They and the men they 
emplov are the ones that will suffer from this change. 

I am not here to predict disaster. I hope it will not come. 
l\.Ir. MARTINE of New Jersey. I do not believe f.t will 

come. 
l\Ir. OLIVER. But I want to say that if it does come the 

Democratic Party can not unload the responsibility upon this 
side of the Chamber, but must shoulder it themselves. The 
responsibility lies with the majority, and not with the minority, 
whatever may come. 

l\Ir. MARTINE of New Jersey. I beg to say to the Senator 
that the majority are broad enough and big enough to bear it 
and shoulder -it. We are not going to shirk the responsibility. 
When the distinguished Senator refers to the fact that the 
particular interest to which I referred is not located in Pe~
sylvania, I care not. That is no argument. We are not makmg 
a tariff for Pennsylvania, but we are making a tariff for this 
broad land which shall affect all the industries, whether they 
be in Pennsylvania or in Oklahoma or in New Jersey. We 
realize this fact, and the public realize it. 

Your system has been tried out to the letter, and we know its 
resu1ti31. We know that the publlc are dissatisfied. We know, 
further, that the reduction of the tariff will, in reason, tend to 
decrease the enormous profits that have been made by the steel 
industry and by a thousand other industries. 

But, lo; a new calamity came. And what was it? It took the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [l\Ir. PENROSE] to preach that. 
Why, the cows are going to cease to give milk, and there will 
be no more cream to separate. It will be all water. Hence the 
Sharpless Separator Co. in Pennsylvania ha·rn gone out of the 
business and are o-oing to Hamburg. 

l\fr. President, there will be !!:ilk given by the cows, whether 
on the hillsides of New Jersey or on the hills and in the valleys 
of Lebanon in Pennsyvania ; and cream will rise on the milk, 
and separators will be used, whether they are made by. Sharp
less or by anybody else. To my mind the idea is too silly to 
entertain. 

l\Ir. PEl\"'ROSE. l\fr. President, I have no doubt that cows 
will continue to perform their functions, and that milk will be 
consumed by infants and by mature people; but the cream sepa
rator will not be the product of American labor, but it will be 
the product of German labor, brought over here in German 
Yessels. _ 

1\fr. ~IAnTINE of New Jersey. I can not believe that. It 
took American genius to make a Sharpless separator, and 
Sharpless separators will be used; or if not Sharpless separa
tors, some other separator will be used. Sharpless never found 
a market for his separator-many a time have I wielded the 
crank-simply because it was made in Pennsylvania, or under 
the protecti\e tariff. It found a market because it was an effi
cient separator of milk from cream. 

But now, something else: The New York Times of yesterday
! do not know how I got so chock full of the New York Times, 
for ! have damned it on some occasions [laughter]-the New 

York Times of yesterday tells another tale, a horrible tale. All 
mankind who are compelled to wear clothes in this great land of 
ours, of course, will clothe themselves now in sackcloth and 
ashes and go in sadness and sorrow because of the fact that 
the Times says : 

Prices reduced-

By what? By the American Woolen Co., fattened for years 
with the iniquity of a tariff that robbed humanity. They are 
going to reduce the tariff and reduce the cost. This article 
says that they met in conclave yesterday, and men's wear fab
rics-take courage, ye men of Pennsylvania, and laborers in 
Lebanon-men's wear fabrics for the spring of 1914 are cut 
from 10 to 12! per cent. So even though some of the mills 
in Pennsylvania have closed down and riches have poured in 
the pockets of the owners, resulting from the toil and sweat of 
the miners and the workmen in your shops and mills they, 
thank God, will get some benefits, some advantages from the 
Democratic Party in the matter of reduction. 

Ur. WEEKS. l\Ir. President--
Mr. :MARTINE of New Jersey. Now, give yourself no un

easiness about the Democratic Party. We are here, we be
lieve, to stay. We are here for four years anyhow, and we 
believe that we will so brighten the dawn of human life in the 
struggle for bread that our lease of power will be prolonged 
for many years. 

The VICE PRESIDE~"'T. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, , 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

l\fr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Jersey how he is going to brighten the dawn for the 1,000 
people at present out of work in Lebanon County? 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. We are going to brighten the 
dawn by giving them a fairer opportunity. It is not so much 
that which a man earns as that which he is obliged to spend. 
It matters but little to me if I get a rich stipend in wage if I 
am obliged for myself and family and little ones who may be 
around me to spend it all for the satisfaction and aggrandize
ment of some tariff baron. 

Mr. PENROSE. Starvation and opportunity seem to be tlie 
motto of the Senator from New Jersey. Now, one more question 
and I am done, if the Senator will excuse me. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I trust we may both live long 
and that the Senator may have many chances to propound 
questions to me. 

l\fr. PENROSE. The river separates us, and we do not want 
to quarrel every day. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. We do not quarrel now. 
l\fr. PENROSE. The Senator from New Jersey was indicat

ing that a strike was going on in Philadelphia. I think he must 
have in mind the trolley sh·ike which occurred there. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I did not say Philadelphia. . 
l\fr. PENROSE. That had nothing to do with the mills. 
1\fr. :MARTINE of New Jersey. I did not say Philadelphia. 
Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator what his 

explanation is of the march of Coxey's army and the strike 
which compelled President Cleveland to call out the Uuited 
States Army under a free-trade regime? 

l\fr. MARTINE of New J ersey. I will say your so-called free
trade regime never originated Coxey's army. Coxey's army was 
originated from unfortunate conditions that Jed up to that crisis. 
The tariff system of so-called protection has been the founda
tion, I belie\e, of all the social evils that haye permeated our 
system and cursed our land. 

l\fr. STONE. I ask that we may proceed with the bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 

the reading of the bill. 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at page 20, 

paragraph 80. 
The next amendment of the committee was, in paragraph 80, 

page 20, line 16, after the word "stoneware," to strike out 
" stoneware and earthenware crucibles," so as to rea<l : 

80. Common yellow, brown, or gray E'artbenware made of natural un
washed and unmixed clay ; plain or embossed, common salt-glazed stone
ware; all the foregoing, not ornamented, incised, or decorated in any 
manner, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 80, page 20, line 20, 

after the word "ware," to insert "not herein otherwise pro
vided for," so as to read: 

If ornamented incised, or decorated in any manner, and manufactures 
wholly or in chief value of such ware, not herein otherwise prnvided 
for, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the paragraph be passed 
over with the understanding that I may offer an amendment 
later. 

l\fr. THOMAS. The entire paragraph? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; paragraph 80. 
l\fr. STONE. Does the Senator desire to have it passed over 

wHhout acting on the committee amendment ? 
Mr. LA FOLLE'"l'TE. I should like to understand the status, 

Mr. President. It was suggested yesterday, as I remember, by 
the Chair that it was nece ary to submit the request to have 
a paragraph passed over before the committee amendments were 
finally all of them passed upon. If I am right about that--

Mr. STONE. If it is passed over I do not quite see how we 
can act on the committee amendments. 

?!fr. WILLI.AMS. The committee amendments are to be con
sfrlered first. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Very well. 
Ur. STO:NE. Then I ask that n. vote may be taken on the 

pending committee amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 80, .page 20, line 21, 

after the words " ad valorem," to insert : 
Stoneware and earthenware crucibles, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LA FOLLE'.rTE. I ask to have paragraph 80 passed over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 
The next paragraph was read, as follows: . 
81. Earthenware and crockery ware composed of a nonvitrified ab

sorbent body including white granite and sem.iporcelain earthenware, 
and cream-coiorcd ware, and stoneware, including clock cases with or 
without movements, pill tiles, plaques, ornaments, toys. charms, vases, 
statues, statuettes, mugs, cups, steins, lamps, an? all othei: articles 
composed wholly or in chief value of such ware; if plain white, plain 
yellow plain brown, plain red, or plain black, not painted, colored. 
tinted' stained · enameled, gilded, printed, ornamented or decorated in 
any manner, and manufactures in chief value ot sucb ware not specially 
provided for in this section, 35 per cent ad valorem; if painted, colored, 
Unted, stained, enameled, gilded, printed, or ornamented or decorated 
in any manner, and manufactures in chief value of such ware not 
specially provided for in this section, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

1\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. I wish to make the same request in 
respect to this paragraph. . 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I notice that the amendment proposed 
by the committee in paragraph 82 has the effect of taking a 
large quantity of the cheaper kinds of earthenware that were 
covered by paragraph 81 as the bill came from the House and 
increasing the rate on them from 35 per cent ad valorem to 55 
per cent ad valorem. I should like to know the purpose of the 
need for that change. I have examined the hearings before the 
Senate Finance Committee and I fail to :find any statement con
tained in the testimony of manufacturers or· importers which 
ju tified placing a 55 per cent tariff on the common earthenware 
which is described in this paragraph as semivitri:fied or semi
vitreous. In fact, it is the same earthenware apparently that is 
de cribed a semiporcelain in the preceding paragraph. 

Mr. STONE. Which paragraph is the Senator referring to? 
l\lr. POIND&~R. Paragraph 82. 
Mr. STONE. We have not reached paragraph 82 yet. Para

graph 81 was just read, and the Senator from Wisconsin asked 
that it be passed over. 

l\Ir. POINDEXTER. The reason why I rose at the time I 
did was because of the request made by the Senator from Wis
consin to pass over the paragraph, and I desired to have the 
information at this time. 

Ur. WILL.IA.US. It was the previous paragraph that was 
passed oyer; not this one. This paragraph has not been read yet. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. But there was a request made that this 
paragraph be pa sed over. 

Mr. STONE. It was paragraph 81. 
Mr. SE\11\IONS. That paragraph has not been read yet. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be read. 
The Secretary read paragraph 82. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 82, page 21, line 15, after the word" China," to strike 
out "and,'' and after the word "porcelain" to insert "and 
other"; in line 16, after the word "body,'' to strike out "hav
ing a vitrified or semivitrified,'' and insert "which when broken 
shows a Yitrified or vitreous, or semivitri:fied or semivitreous,'' 
so as to make the paragraph read : 

82. China, porcelain, and other wares composed o:f a vitrified non
absorbent body which when broken shows a vitrified or vitreous, or 
semi>itrified or semivltreous fracture, and all bisque and parian wares, 
includlng clock cases with or without movements, plaques, ornaments, 
t oys, charms, vases, statues, statuettes, mugs, cups, steins, lamps, and 
all other articles composed wholly or in chief value of such ware, if 
plain white, or plain brown, not painted, colored, tinted, stained, enam
eled, gilded, printed, or ornamented or decorated in any manner; and 
manufactures in chief value of such ware not specially provided for in 
this section, 50 per cent ad valorem ; if painted, colored, tinted, stained, 

enameled, gilded, pruited, or ornamented or decorated in any manner 
and manufacture in chief value of such wn.re not specially provided for 
in this section, 55 per cent ad valorem. 

l\Ir. POii\"DEXTER. That is the matter wbich I desire to get 
some information on before a •ote is taken on the amendment, 
if there is any information to be bad as to the purpo e in in
creasing the rate fixed by the House, which eems to me to be 
a pretty high rate-35 per cent ad valorem-to u5 per cent ad 
valorem upon common earthenware, which is manufactured suc· 
cessfully and· cheaply in this country. As I gather from the 
hearings, there is very little fear of foreign competition, so 
far as the ware des"'ribed as semivitreous of semivih·ified is 
concerned. 

Mr. HUGHES. I will say to the Senator the only change the 
Senate committee made in this paragraph was a change sug
gested by the examiner at the port of New York, and it was 
intendP.d simply to aid in the administration of the law. The 
bill as it came from the House read~ 

China and porcelain wares composed of a vitrified, nonabsorbent body 
having a vitrified or semivitrified fracture. 

It was pointed out to us that china could not be classified 
in that way unless it had already a fracture; and in the inter
est of the administration of the law it was suggested that it be 
changed so that it would read: 

Which when broken shows a vitrified or vitreous or semivitrified or 
sem.ivitreous fracture. 

It has be~m said in the public prints by certain importers 
that this language was inserted in the bill in the interest of 
the manufacturers and that it was in the nature of a joker. 
If it is a joker, it is one that was put over on us by the porce
lain and china examiner in New York. I think the criticism 
made of the old language is justifiable and that this improves 
it. I do not think it will have the effect that certain importers 
claim it will have, of largely increasing the tax on goods that 
will be imported under the rate. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, the criticism I have of this 
paragraph does not apply to manufacturers but to importers. 
who state that the language would be so confusing that it would 
carry those articles which are supposed to bear a 35 per cent 
duty up to 50 per cent and those which bear a 50 per cent duty 
to 55 per cent. What I wished to inquire was whether the 
information which the committee had was sufficiently reliable 
to warrant making the change in the House provision. 

Mr. HUGHES. As I stated to the Senator from Washington, 
the change was made at the instance of the china examiner at 
the port of New York. The language in the bill as it came 
from the House is confusing, because the House language was : 

China and v.orcelain wares composed of a vitrified, nonabsorbent body 
having a vitrified or semivitrified fracture. 

The change in that language is simply in the interest of ad
ministration. 

l\Ir. WEEKS. It seems to me it is a pretty technical question, 
and I do not see how any Senator is going to determine for 
himself what the effect will be. 

l\Ir. HUGHES. Our information is that this sort of classi
fication can be · readily made by the examining officers under 
the proposed language, but that it could not be made under the 
old language without breaking a piece of the china or a part of 
the set. They tell us that there will be no ditliculty about 
making the classification under this language. 

l\Ir. BURTON. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow me? 
Mr. HUGHES. Certainly. 
Mr. BURTON. I have not heard what the examiner said in 

regard to this matter, but I will ask the Senator from New 
Jersey if it is not a mere possible juggle on words that caused 
this change? As it read when the bill came from the Hou e, 
"having a vitrified or semi vitrified fracture,'' might not the 
point be raised by an importer that the glass must absolutely 
be broken to come unde1· that ruling, while the language is clari
fied by showing that when broken it shows a vitrified or vitreous 
fracture? . 

?!fr. HUGHES. That is the idea I was trying to convey. I 
thank the Senator. That very point was made, and that is the 
only reason. so far as I know, why the change was made. 

Mr. S~fOOT. Mr. President, I fully agree with the statement 
made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BunTo~] ; and the only 
way to make it plainer than it is here, in my opinion, would be 
to adopt the wording of the present law. But, of course, if the 
Senator from New Jersey does not want to do that, then this is 
better than the language in the bill as it pas ed the Hou e. 
There is no question as to the real meaning and intent of the 
paragraph. 
· Mr. POINDEXTER. l\Ir. President, it is perfectly obvious, I 

think, to anyone rending these two paragraphs together that 
the effect of :Qaragraph 82 will be to very largely negative para
graph 81. Paragraph 81 puts semiporcelain at a rate of 35 
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per cent ad· valorem. Paragraph 82r as it was framed by the 
House, puts porcelain-not · semiporceU1in, but porcelain de
scribed as having a nonabsorbent body and showing a vitrified 
or vitreous fracture-at a rate of 55 per cent ·ad valorem. The 
Senate committee did not change paragraph 81, and left semi
porcelain at a rate of 35 per cent; but without changing it it 
adopts an utterly inconsistent provision, that porcelain having 
a semivitrified and semivitreous fracture shall bear a rate of 
o5 per cent. If it has a semivitreous or semivitrified frac.ture, 
it is semiporcelain, which, under paragraph 81, will bear a 
rate of 35 per cent. The effect here ts a specific provision, of 
course, taking precedence over the general provision as to the 
great quantity of the cheaper kind of porcelain and earthen
ware. It is not confined to porcelain because after the words 
" china and porcelain " and before the word " wares" the Sen
ate committee has inserted the words "and other." So it in
cludes all earthenware of a semivitrified and semivitreous 
fracture and restores the rate of the Payne-Aldrich law upon 
that cheaper kind of ware. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President--
Mr. POINDEXTER. I will yield in just one second. One 

objection that is made by some people who are interested_ in 
this matter is that so far from having the effect the Senator 
from New Jersey says of making the law plainer and easier of 
administration, it would confuse it and make it difficult of in
terpretation. It is plain to see how that would be the result 
when you provide that semiporcelain shall have a rate of 35 
per cent and that porcelain having a semi:vitrified fracture 
shall have a rate of 55 per cent. How is that going to facili
tn.te the administration of the law? 

Mr. SL'1MONS. Mr. President, I think the Senator's diffi
culty grows out of some little confusion as to what is embraced 
in paragraph 81 and in paragraph 82. If the Senator will look 
at the present law embraced in paragraphs 93 and 94-

Mr. POINDEJXTER. There was no classification at all. 
Mr. Sil\fUONS. The Senator will see that those two para

graphs provided a mixture of china, porcelain and earthenware, 
and stone and crockery ware. In paragraph 93 the duty im
posed on china, porcelain, earthenware, and stoneware, when 
tinted or painted or enamelea, was 60 per cent. It made no 
difference whether it was china.ware or stoneware ; under that 
paragraph of the old law they were both taxed at 60 per cent 
if painted or decorated. 

1\Ir. POINDEXTER. There is no classification. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Now, in paragraph 94 chin.aware and por

celain and earthenware and stoneware are put in one pUtl'a
graph together, and if they are not painted or stained they are 
taxed at 55 per cent. The Senator will see that those two 
paragraphs combined the two and made no differentiation what
ever between earthenware and chin.aware. 

Now, what the Senate and the House has attempted to do in 
paragraphs 81 and 82 is to classify these two wares, which, as 
everybody knows, are in all their essential qualities and attri
butes entirely different. The Senator's trouble, I think, arises 
from the fact that he fails to note that paragraph 81 deals en
tirely with earthen.ware and crockery ware. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Does it not deal with the same por
celain? 

Mr. SIMMONS. No; it does not. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. I think the Senator is mistaken about 

that. 
Mr; SIMMONS. One is of" nonvitrl:fied absorbent character; 

the other is of vitrified nonabsorbent character. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. The first part of paragraph 81 is. as 

follows: 
Eart henware and crockery ware composed of a nonvitrified absorbent 

body, including white granite and semiporcelain earthenware: 

Paragraph 82 contains the words " and other wares," which 
includes all those. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Paragraph 81 applies to non vitrified; that 
is, not of a glassy charac.ter and possessing the attributes of 
absorption. 

In the other paragraph we have provided for china and porce
lain and other wares composed of vitrified-that is, a glassy 
nonabsorbent surface-making a. clear differentiation between 
the two upon the one. Earthenware and crockery we have re-
duced the- duty of 55 per cent from the Payne-Aldrich law to 
35 per cent and: 50 per cent. On the china and porcelain we have 
reduced the duties from 60 per cent to 40 and 55 per cent. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The Senator from North, Carolina is 
entirely mistaken in his assumption that I have misunderstood 
the effect of these paragraphs. I have read them carefully, 
and the language is so plain that there can not be any two 
opinons about the fact that J;Jaragraph 82 modifies paragraph 

81, increasing the duty from 35 par ·cent to 50 per cent. I was 
1 mistaken a1 moment ago in saying 55 · pe11 cent, because that 
rate of 55 per cent applies only when the ware is dE:tcorated · 
but it increases the rate from 35 per cent to 50 per cent upo~ 

, the commorr kinds· of porcelain'" china,. and earthen ware which 
are in most. general use. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, the Senator is mistaken about 
that:- _Dnder the present law the kind ot ware he is talking 
abotrt is taxed, as I understand it, at 55 per cent. 

Mr. POThTDJDXTER. No. When it is decorated the rate is 55 
1 per cent. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; when it is not decorated. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. It is 50 per cent. 
Mr. SIMMONS. When it is not decorated it is taxed under 

the present law at 55 per cent. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. I am speaking of the bill, not of the 

present law. 
Mr. Sil\fl\IONS. Yes; and under the bill-
Mr. HUGHES. The proposed law--
Mr. POINDEXTER. Fifty per cent. 
Mr. SIMMONS. It is taxed at 35 and 40 per cent. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. The Senator undoubtedly places that 

construction upon the bill, and I hope now that the matte1~ has 
been pointed out to the committee the committee will consent 
that thi& amendment be not adopted. because the effect. of it is 
to put this· ware which the Senator says. bears a rate of 25 per 
cent at a rate of 50 per cent. 

bfr. Sil\IMONS. No; it is just the reverse. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. Not at all. 
Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President--
The VICE' PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing

ton yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr-. POI:NDEXTER I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. HUGHES; I will say to the Senator that where I tliink 

he is in error, if he is in error, is in regarding as ~onymous 
the terms "vitrified" or "semi vitreous" and "porcelain" and 
" ·semiporcelain." ram· satisfied, . if my information is-correet
and I got the information from a· g_entleman in whom I have the 
utmost confidence-

.Mr. POI.t~EJXTER. Let me ask the Senator a question~ 
Mr. HUGHES. Certainly. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. Does the Senator from New Jersev con .. 

tend that earthenware having a vitrified or vitreous fracture is 
the same as the earthenware described as havinO' a semivitl'e-
ous or semivitrified fracture? "' 

Ur. HUGHES. N-0·; what I say--
Mr. POINDEX'IlER. That difference is the substance of my 

complaint against this amendment. · 
Mr. HUGHES. The Senator is contending that this lanO'uage 

" when broken shows a vitrified .. or vitreous fracture " ~rries 
the articles provided for in paragraph 82 back intff para
graph 81. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Let me ask . the Senator another ques
tion. If the Senator is correct as· to the purpose of the com
mittee not to · modify paragraph 81, why did the committee in
sert the words "and other " befo.re " wares." and: after the word 
" porcelain " 1 

Mr. HUGHES. Afte1 the word "porcelain" in· paragraph 82? 
Mr. POINDEXTER. Yes; in line 1, paTagraph 82 the words 

" and other " were inserted before " wares" so as to' include all 
kinds of earthenware as well as porcelain:' 

Mr. HUGHES. One is an absorbent body and the other a 
nonabsorbent body. I will say to the Senator this is the same 
complaint that is made by certain importers with reference to 
this paragraph. It may be that from the standpoint of the im
porter the paragraph is unduly high, but the high rate wus 
levied in order that the enormous amount of revenue· that is 
collected from these item& should continue to be collected, or 
as nearly the amount as possible. There is a very important 
item or-· revenue involved' in the· paragraph. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Does the Senator think that this· is a: 
proper object to select for the· purpose of collecting revenue? 

Mr-. HUGHES. l!Tndoubtedly, in my judgment. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. Common earthenwar,e? 
Mr. HUGHES. This is not common earthenware. 
l\fr. POINDEXTER. Yes; it is. 
Mr. HUGHES. The Senator is entirely mistaken about tliat~ 

As I said, the examiner, the man who passes this commodity 
every day in the appraisers' stores in the porb of New ~ork----4 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, it would not make any 
d1ff'erence if a thousand appraisers:- should.· undertake to say it 
had that effect, beeause· the language is· to the contrary. You 
have added. the wo~ds "and other ,,- before " wares." You have 
modified it by· inserting " semi1'.' before· the word "·vitrified." 

Mr. HUGHES. I think the Senator. is mistaken· about. tliat. 
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l\Ir. STONE. .Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 

yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
l'lfr: POil\"TIEXTEil. I yield. 
1\lr. STONE. I should like to ask the Senator from Washing

ton just what suggestion he makes or wha t amendment he 
offers? 

l\lr. POINDEXTER. I am rising to oppose the amendment 
proposed by the Sena te committee. I think that the provision 
as it came from the House makes sufficiently high the rate of 
duty. 

Mr. STONE. Does the Senator then desire to have the entire 
amendment str icken out? 

l\Ir. POINDEXTER. I desire, at least, to have a vote upon 
the question whether we shall leave that clause of paragraph 
B2 as it was before it was amended by the ~enate committee. 

l\lr. STONE. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] 
has asked that this paragraph be passed o\er. 

l\Ir. HUGHES. Not paragraph 82. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have not done so, but I am going 

to make that request. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. I understood the Senator from Wiscon

sin to refer to paragraph 81. 
Mr. ST01\TE. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin asked 

that paragraph 81 be passed over, and he also indicated that he 
would· ask that paragraph 82 be passed over. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; I am going to ask that paragraph 
82 be passed over. 

Mr. STONE. I understood the Senator to so state, but it had 
not been read at that time. If it is to be passed over, I suggest 
that it might not be objectionable to let the amendment remain 
for further consideration. If there is anything of real merit 
in the suggestion of the Senator from Washington, the com
mittee will desire to conform its labors to meet the objection. 
I do not think the objection is well founded at present, but I 
may be mistaken. Inasmuch as the paragraph is to go over, 
we shall take up the matter in the committee a.long with the 
paragraph itself, if thnt is satisfactory to the Senator. 

l\Ir. POINDEXTER. I can not say it is satisfactory, because 
I might not be pre ent at the exact time when it is reached; but 
I accade to the suggestion of the Senator from l\Iissouri, and will defer any further remarks on the subject until it is again 
taken up. 

Mr. STO:NE. Then, let us go on with the bill. Let the para
graph be passed over on the request of the Senator from 
Wisconsin [1\lr. LA FOLLETTE], and let us take up paragraph 83. 

Mr. THOMAS. l\Ir. President, just a word before the next 
paragraph is read. I think if the Senator from Washington 
will carefully examine the two paragraphs, he will find that 
they a.re entirely distinct one from the other and refer to differ
ent classes of commodities. The first covers all wares that are 
made of absorbent bodies; the second covers all wares that are 
made of nonabsorbent bodies. Consequently, the words " and 
other" were designed as an amendment to include such wares 
made from "other" nonabsorbent bodies as might not be 
included in the term "china and porcelain." I think that makes 
it \ery distinct. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. l\fr. President, apropos of the statement 
just made by the Senator from Colorado [1\fr. THOMAS], I 
woulcl say that I agree with him that there is that distinction 
between the two paragraphs. I did not claim tlmt paragraph 82 
corresponded in every respect with paragraph 81. 

Mr. THOMAS. I underst ood the Senator to say .that semi
porc-elain earthenware might be included in the classification of 
paragraph 82 because of the Senate amendment. I do not see 
how it is possible, as these wares are composed of nonabsorbent 
bodies, while semiporcelains are composed of absorbent bodies. 

l\fr. POINDEXTER. The best information I have is that 
practically all \\ares in common use by the ordinary people of 
the country are nonabsorbent wares and that they would all 
bear under the Sena te amendment a rate of 50 per cent. 

l\Ir. THOl\IAS. That may be. Of course, I am not con
-rer ant with the proposition. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

para rrraph 83, page 22, line 15, after the wor~ "carbon," to 
in ert "and manufactures of carbon not specially proYided for 
in this section," so as to make the paragraph read: 

3. Ea rthy or mineml substances wholly or partially manufactured 
and a rticles and wares composed wholly OL" in chief value of earthy or 
minern l substances, not specially pL'Ovided for in this section, whether 
susceptible of decoration or not, if not decorated in any manner, 20 per 
cent ad valorem; if decomted, 25 per cent ad valoL·em; unmanufactured 
carbon, not specially provided for In this section, 15 per cent ad valo· 
rem; electl'odes fOL' electric . furnaces, electrolytic and battery purposes, 
·brushes, plates, and disks, all the foregoing composed wholly or in chief 

value of carbon, and manufactures of carbon not specially provided for 
in this section, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will a sk to ha rn paragraph 83 passed 
over for the present. 

The VICE PRESIDFIXT. Does the Chair under tand that 
the Senator desires that the paragraph go over without agree
ing to the amendment or that the amendment shall be first 
agreed to? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not wish to oppose any agreement 
to the amendment being disposed of at this time. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph as amended will be 

passed over. 
The reading of the bill wns resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 84, page 22, line 2.3, after the word "feet," to insert 
" carbons for flaming arc lamps, not specially provided for, 
and,"_ so as to make the paragraph read: 

84. Gas retorts, 10 pe1· cent ad valorem: lava tips for burners, 15 pe1· 
cent ad valorem ; carbons for electric lighting, wholly or partly finished, 
made entirely from petroleum- coke. 15 cents per hundred feet; if com
posed chiefly of lampblack or retort carbon, 40 cents per hundred feet; 
carbons for flaming arc lamps, not specially provided foL', and filter 
tubes, 30 per cent ad valorem; porous carbon pots for electric batteries, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask to have paragraph 84 passed 

over for the present. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 

paragraph as amended will be passed over. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 85, page 23, line _6, after the word "merchandise," to 
insert " exclu h-e of those containing quicksilver," so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

85. Plain green or colored, molded or pressed, and flint, lime, or lead 
glass bottles, vials, jar-s, and covered and uncovered demijohns, and 
<;arboys, any of the fore 00oing, filled or unfillod, not otherwise specially 
i;>rovided for in this section, and whether their contents be dutiable or 
free (except such as contain merchandise, exclusive of those containing 
quicksilver, subject to an ad valorem rate of duty, or to a rate of duty 
based in whole or in part upon the value thereof which shall be dut!
able at the rate applicable to their contents), 30 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That the terms bottles, vials, jars, demijohns, and carboys, 
as used herein, shall be restricted to such articles when suitable foL· use 
as and of the character ordinarily employed as containers for the 
holding or transportation of merchandise, and not as appliances or 
implements in chemical or other operations. 

The VIcE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I take it for granted tlrnt the 
reason those words are proposed to be inserted is that quick
silver in flasks will be taken care of in paragraph 161. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is it precisely. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The questio.n is on agreeing to tlle 

committee amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary rend 

paragraph 86, as follows: 
86. Glass bottles, decanters, and all articles of every description com

posed wholly or 1n chief value of glass, ornamented or decorated in any 
manner, or cut, engraved, painted, decora ted, ornamented, colored, 
stained, silveL'ed, gilded, etched, sand blas ted. frosted, or printed in any 
manner, or ground (except such grinding as is necessary for fittin~ 
stoppers or for pUL'poses other than ornamentation ) . and all articles or 
every description. including bottles and bottle glassware, compo ed 
wholly or in chief value of glass blown either in a mold or otherwise; 
all of the foregoing, not specially provided for In this section, filled or 
unfilled, and whether their contents be dutiable or free, 45 per cent 
ad valorem : Pro-i;ided, That for the purpo es of this act, bottles with 
cut-glass stoppers shall, with the stoppers, be deemed entireties. 

Mr. OLIVER. l\Ir. President, I ha.Ye an amendment which I 
desire to propose to this paragraph. It applies entirely to the 
language and not to the rate. I will offer the amendment and 
ask that the paragraph go over, in order to allow the Senat.or 
in charge of the bill and the Committee on Finance to study the. 
matter and see if they can not bring themselves to agree to the 
terms of the amendment. The object of the amendment i 
simply to make more certain the intent of the bill. I will a k 
the Secretary to read the· amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylrnnia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend para.graph 86 as 
follows: 

On page 23, line 25, after the word " glassware," insert " goblets an<l 
other glass stem ware"; on page 23, line 25. strike out the words 
" chief value " nnd insert in lieu thereof the word " part " ; and on 
page 23, line 25, after the word " blown," Insert a comma and the 
words "cast or pressed." 

.Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
1\Ir. OLIVER. If the Senator wiJl allow me, I desire to ·ny 

a word in explanation of the amendment. I will state that 
I am not offering an amendment to the rates, not that the 
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manufacturers of table glassware are satisfied with the rates men
tioned, but I do not propose to take up time in offering amend
ments which I do not believe will meet with the approval of the 
committee or with a majority of the Senate. The phraseology of 
this paragraph is, however, faulty. I really think that if the 
Senator in charge of the bill will allow me to talk to him for 
a few moments I can convince him to th.at effect and that he 
will agree to this amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator's purpose is to perfect the 
paragraph? 

l\Ir. OLIVER. It is solely to perfect the paragraph. 
Mr. WEEKS. l\Ir. President, I think there is a general feel

ing among glassworkers--certainly among those in Massachu
setts-that the reduction which is proposed in this paragraph 
will bring about a reduction of wages. · I am not sufficiently 
familiar with the matter to demonstrate that fact, but I want 
to put in the RECORD the opinion of a labor organization, the 
American Flint Glass Workers' Union, No. 113, of New Bedford, 
Mass., to the effect that the reduction in the tariff will have a 
tendent:y to reduce the wages of glassworkers. They make a 
protest against the reduction which is contemplated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. l\Iay the Chair inquire of the Sen
ntor from Massachusetts whether he desires to have the docu
ment to which he refers printed? 

l\Ir. WEEKS. I offe:i: no amendment, Mr. ·President. I 
wanted to get the expression printed; that is all. 

l\lr. LA. FOLLETTE. l\Ir. President, I rose to prefer a re-
quest that this paragraph, 86, might be passed over. . 

The 'VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be pas ed over. 
The reading of the bill was resume& 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 87, page 24, line 7, after the word "Unpolished," to 
strike out the comma; and in line 8, after the word " gln.ss," to 
strike out the words " not exceeding 150 square inches, i of 1 
cent-per pound; above that, and,'' so as to make the paragraph 
read : 

87. Unpolished cylinder, crown,_ and common window glass, not ex
ceeding 384 square inches, 1 cent per pound; above that, and not 
exceeding 720 square inches, H cents per pound; above that, and not 
exceeding 1,200 square inches, H cents per pound; above -that, and not 
exceeding 2,400 square inches, 1~ cents per pound; above that, 2 cents 
per pound : Provided, That unpolished cylinder, crown, and common 
window glass, imported in boxes, shall contain oO square feet, as nearly 
as sizes will permit, and the duty shall be computed thereon accordingto 
the actual weight of glass. 

l\Ir. OU~IUINS. Mr. President, I think tll.at paragraph ought 
to be recast, and I am sure, upon a moment's reflection, that 
it will be apparent to the committee that it ought to be revised. 
The present classification begins with "crown and common 
window glass, not exceeding 150 square inches." This bill, 
through the amendment which is proposed, extends that classi
fication to take in all such glass, not exceeding 384 square · 
inches, and the duty which is proposed is 1 cent per pound. I 
can not understand why our Democratic friends propose a 
duty of 1 cent a pound upon such a classification as this. The 
Tariff Handbook, before us, furnished for our information, 
shows that lust year the average value of the glass here de
scribed, not exeeeding 150 square inches, was 1.4 cents per 
_pound. It is provided h~re that the duty upon that .glass 
shall be 1 cent per pound, or 71 per cent of the foreign value. 
I see the handbook declares that it is 73.53 per cent. Why in 
the world do you propose to put a duty of 73.53 per cent upon 
this small window glas , glass that is a little more than 12 inches 
each way, the glass which ought to be the cheapest of all the 
glass in the market? I do not believe that there is any such 
difference in the cost of production of that kind of glass here 
and abroad as to warrant a duty of 73 per cent. The highest 
Talue of the glass imported under this whole bracket or classi
fication, I believe, is 3.1 cents per pound; and even upon that 
the duty of 1 cent per pound would be more than 33! per cent. 

It is manifest that there is no reason for enlarging this 
bracket and taking in all the glass up to 384 square inches. 
Even from the standpoint of the protectionist the duty is alto
gether too high, and from the standpoint of the revenue man it 
can not be defended at all; and so I must think that it has been 
an error on the part of the committee. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will not adopt this 
amendment, but will preserve the classification of the House, 
w.hich did limit at least the first bracket to glass not exceeding 
l50 square inches with a duty of seven-eighths of a cent a pound. 
In my opinion, one-half a cent a pound would be abundant. 

I grant you that it is a considerable reduction as compared 1 
with the present Jaw; but while there are some duties upon 
glass in the present Jaw that are not too hlgh, there are many 
dutie , as "\le demonstrated in the debate of 1909, that are very 
greatly in ~xcess of tlle needs of protection. 

Now, I should like to lmow .from the Sen.ator from Missouri 
why he wants to put a duty of 73 per cent on this small glass? 
If there is any reason, of course I will yield my contest against 
it at once. I await his reply. 

l\fr. STONE. l\Ir. President, I should like to have the Sena
tor repeat his question; I did not hear what he said. 

Mr. CUillUNS. Well, Mr. President, if the Senator from 
l\Ilssouri did not hear me, I despair of making him hear me, be
cause I was using a reasonably loud tone of voice. Does the 
Senator from Missouri refer to any particular part of what I 
said? 

l\Ir. STONE. I understood the Senator to ask a question. I 
was engaged here at the moment, and I did not understand what 
the question was. 

l\Ir. CUMMINS. I asked the Senator from .Missouri why he 
was desiroUB of imposing a duty of"more than 73 per cent upon 
the small-sized, plain, common window glass? 

l\Ir. STONE. I will say, Mr. President, as to the particular 
bracket to which the Senator refers and the class of glass to 
which he refers--

Mr. CU1\IMINS. I can not hear the Senator from Missouri. 
Mr. STONE. The class of glass ·to which the Senator refers 

is embraced in the tables in brackets 1 and 2. Practically none 
of that glass used in this country is of domestic production, 
almost all of it being imported. It is not, in fact, used as a 
window glass, but--

Mr. OU.MMINS. Mr. President, of coUl·se there is practicall:Y' 
none of it imported because the duty upon it is prohibitfre, and 
this duty will be prohibitive afso. . 

Mr. STONE. This glass is used, as I understand, for pictures 
and photographic purposes, and is not used for window glass in 
buildings. It is an imported glass. I will say to the Senator 
that the manufacturers of glass in different sections of the coun
try wno came before the committee stated, as will appear in 
some of their hearings, that they were indifferent as to what 
duty might be placed upon glass of this character, for the reason 
that it was not manufactured in this country for domestic use. 

J.\.Ir. CU.i\lliINS. What difference does it make what the 
manufacturers say about it? They a.re not making this bill ; 
and I am sure the Senator from Missouri will not declare that 
none of this glass is used, because last year of the glass in this 
bracket, not exceeding 150 square inches, we imported more 
than 1,900,000 -pounds. Why should we make it expensive to 
tho e who have to use it by putting a duty of this kind upon it? 

1\Ir. STONE. What I said to the Senator was that this glass 
in these sizes is not manufactured in the United States, and I 
said that the manufacturers who filed briefs, or who were heard 
by the committee, gave the committee that information, and I 
think that is correct information. It is imported from Belgium 
and other foreign countries, but not for window glass, for it is 
not used as window glass to any considerable extent, and it is 
not competitive with anything produced in the United States. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. 'President, I do not accept the statement 
of the manufacturer if he declares that it is not used in this 
country for window glass. It is named "window .glass" in 
the very language of the bill; and the Senator from ~Iissouri 
does not mean to say that that class of window glass, 10 by 14 
or 12 by 14, is not used in this country as window glass. I 
know by observation that that is not true. 

.Mr. STONE. I do not know to what extent it is true; but I 
do know that the information we had before the committee, 
upon which we rested our belief, was that the window glass 
of the size described in these brackets was not manufactured in 
the United States and was not used for window-glass purposes 
unless to a very limited extent. While the Senator says that 
he would not take the opinion of the manufacturers as to. that, 
I give a good deal of credence to it for this reason, if for 
no other--

Mr. CUMMINS. I would take the statement of a ma.nu..: 
facturer as to a fact, but I would not take his statement as to 
what duty ought to be put upon an article. 

Mr. STONE. No manufacturer ever suggested a duty on this 
particular description of glass. On the contrary, those who 
conferred about it with me or with the committee stated that 
they were abso1utely indifferent about the duty on th.at com
modity. 

Mr. CUMMI:NS. Then, I am sure the Senator from Mis ouri, 
if they are indifferent about it, will be willing to reduce the 
duty at least to about 40 per cent. 

Mr. STONE. I am not willing to reduce it. 
.Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. &\IOOT. The Senator from 1\Ii souri is talking about 

one kind of glass and the Senator from Iowa about another. 
The Senator from Iowa calls attention to the first item, wllich 
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is unpolished window glass not exceeding 150 square inches, 
valued at not more than H cents per pound. The equivalent ad 
yaloreru rate on that glass is 73.53 per cent. The next bracket 
refers to the ame sized glaEs valued at more than li cents per 
pound. Tbat is the glass ab'Jut which the Senator from Mi~-
ouri is talking. The equiyalent ad Yalorem rate on that is 

2 .57 per cent. That is the kind of glass which is used in fram
ing pictures and in photographic work. T~e Senator from. Iowa 
i correct in aying that glass not exceedmg 150 square mches 
and ·rnlued at not more than 1! cents per pound, in the bill as 
reported by the committee, carries an equivalent ad Yalorem 
duty of 73.53 per cent. Very little of it is imported into this 
country, but it is made in this country. 

l\Ir. STONE. Well, the Senator from Utah, as usual, makes 
hi tatement in a somewhat dogmatic form . 

.Mr. SMOOT. I did not intend to do so, ~1r. Pre ident. 
Mr. STO:NE. He usually depends upon what the manufac

turers tell him and quotes from them--
1\Ir. S.dOOT. Oh, no; I do not. 
l\Ir. STONE. Very largely so; and quotes from them more 

than any other Senator here, or as much as any other Senator 
here. Now be seeks to discredit what they say with respect 
to it. I should think that the men who make glass in this 
country would have some notion as to the uses to which glass is 
applied. . . . 

l\fr. S:\IOOT. The Senator does not disagree with me m 
this matter as he will see if he will look at the bill as re
ported. I ~m perfectly aware ~at the .glass costing over ~! 
cents a pound is used in picture frammg and photographic 
work and of that kind of glass there are great importations-
in fa~t. there were 15,G32,000 pounds imported in 1912-but the 
glass about which the Senator from Iowa is talking is glass 
that is valued under a cent and a half a pound. The importa
tions of that kind of glass are yery small, and it is nearly all 
made in this country. The equirnlent ad valorem at a cent a 
pound is 73.53 per cent, as the Senator from Iowa has stated. 

I am not disi;~ting the statement made by the Senator from 
Mis ·ouri that the glass under the second bracket, valued at over 
H cents a pound, is largely imported and is not made in this 
country to any 5!0nsiderable extent. The equiT"alent ad valorem 
on that glass is only 28 per cent. 

l\1r. CUM.MI TS. Mr. President, I ho11e that I may be able 
to continue my discussion with the Senator from Missouri. The 
S<mator from Utah has very kindly interpreted what I said and 
has interpreted it correctly. I ha•e been speaking about that 
kind of glass upon which there is a duty placed of 1 cent per 
pound, which amounts to 73 per cent of its Yalu~. I ~hought I 
made that perfectly clear to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. STONE. I know what the Senator said, but I do not 
think he is correct in his statement. 

l\1r. CUMMINS. In what respect am I wrong? 
Mr. STONE. And I do not think the Senator from Utah is 

correct in his statement of fact. The House committee com
bined the first two brackets of the paragraph, as found in the 
present law, and reduced the rate from 1! cents per pound on 
the small-sized glass and 1i on the larger size, putting both 
at 1 cent per pound. That is a \ery material reduction on the 
existing rate. Inasmuch as we contend that this glass is an 
imported article, entering but little into competition with the 
domestic article, after making a reduction such as was made and 
considering the uses to which it is put, it is an entirely legiti
mate s11bject for a good revenue for the Treasury. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, the Senator from ::\Iissouri, 
RS it seems to me, attempts to defend an inordinately high duty 
by referring to the fact that the committee has reduced the duty 
upon some other article or an article of the same kind of a 
different class. 

I repeat that plain window glass not exceeding 150 square 
inches in size is manufactured in this country and is used in 
this country by a great many people. The higher grades of 
gla ·s that are above H cents a pound in value, I agree, have 
been mainly imported. I am not dealing with them, however; 
and if the Senator from Missouri believes we do not manufacture 
much of this sort of glass and that there is substantially no 
competition upon it he is greatly in error. I can not think any 
manufacturer has so declared. If so, my information is alto
gether wrong. 

But, bowe,·ei· that may be, eyen for the sake of a reyenue i t 
f:eerus to me we ought not to levy more than 40 or 50 per cent 
duty upon it. We are using it; every Senator . knows we a re 
u iug i~. It is bought by the people who can not afford to buy 
high-priced gin s. Yet we a re putting, as we d id before-and I 
nm not d istingu ishing now between the Democratic majority 
nnd tile former Hepnblkun majority-pr actically a prohibitive 
duty upon tllis kincl of window glass, and I protest against it. 

- I did what little I canld four years ago to prevent any such 
duty being imposed upon this article. As it was wrong then, 
it is wrong now. While the House provision does not entirely 
meet the demand of the times, it is better than the Senate 
amendment. 

I therefore hope the Senate amendment in this particular will 
not prevail, because it is an increase over the House provision 
upon an a r ticle in general use-an increase that impo es a duty 
not r equired by any theory, principle, or doctrine of taxation. 

l\1r. OLIVER. Mr. President, there is no doubt whatever that 
the duties levied upon what is known as ordinary window glass, 
measured from an ad valorem standard, are rather high, anu 
with very good reason. There is no industry of any magnitude 
in this country that has been less profitable to its owners during 
the past 20 years than the manufacture of window gla s. The 
rea~on for this is, in the first place, that it must be made by 
workers of great skill, and it is made in competition with a 
country where skilled workers can be obtained at le s wages 
than in any other country in the civilized world except in ihe 
Far East. Belgium secures work involving skill at les wages 
than any other country in Europe, and it is a country that is 
keen to find a market for its goods. For that reason, if this 
glass is to be made in America and not in Belgium, it is abso-
1 utely necessary that what might appear to be a high duty 
·shall be imposed upon it. 

Pittsburgh was formerly the seat of most of the window-glass 
manufacture of the country. There is comparatively little of it 
made in the Pittsburgh district now; bnt it is made generally 
throughout the Middle West. There a re factorie in Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, and quite a number in Kansas. It is not a 
severe tax upon the people or upon the builders of houses. The 
item of glass is a very inconsiderable item in any house, no mat
ter how large or how small. 

When this matter was up for discussion four years ago I 
bad before me the plans of a house which had been built the 
year before in the city of Pittsburgh, the contract price of 
which was $4:,200. All of the glass for that house was furnished 
delivered at the house for between '11 and $12. I make bold 
to say that if the glass had been imported under free-trade 
conditions the owner of the house ne\er would have gotten it 
for so low a price as that. 

l\Ir. President, I do not desire to take up time with the dis
cus ion of the e matters. I do not think the duties provided in 
this paragraph are high enough. I haye an amendment here 
I wish to offer, which I will ask the Secretary to read, and then 
I shall be willing to let the matter go to a vote without debate. 

l\Ir. OU~fl\lINS. M r. President, before the Senator from 
Pennsylvania takes his seat, while I understand he belie\es this 
duty ought to be where it is or even higher--

1\fr. OLIVER. Higher. 
Mr. CUl\HIINS. I ask him whether he percei\es any justi

fication for putting upon the glass included in the fiTst bracket 
glass not exceeding 150 square inches, valued at not more than 
H cents a pound, a duty of 73 per cent, more than upon the 
glass included in the next bracket of the same size, but valued 
at more than H cents a pound, which ca1Ties a duty of 28 per 
cent; or more than upon glass included in the next bracket, 
which is glass above 150 square inches, but not worth more 
than it cents a pound, upon which a duty of 56.6 per cent is 
imposed ; then dropping down on the next bracket to 32 per 
cent; then up on the next bracket again to 56.25 per cent'! I 
ask whether he knows of any need of .the trade or of the manu
facturer that requires that discrimination or classifk:it.ion? 

Mr. OLIVER. l\Ir. President, I am not tanding here in de
fense of this bill. I think .all of these duties ought to be higher. 
As fa r as the inconsistencies in the bill are concerned, I leave 
it to the Senators in charge to explain them. I do not propo e 
to do it. 

I ask for the reading of the amendment. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. P resident, is it true that the amend.

ment of the coinmittee is now pending? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not know whether 

the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania is an amend
ment of the committee amendment or not. 

l\Ir. OLIVER. I am not well versed in parliamentary pr o
cedure but my amendment proposes to change all of the duties 
in the'paragraph. ' 

The VI CE P R ESIDENT. T hen the Chair rules that the 
committee hns the right to perfect the paragraph before other 
amendments n re offered. · 

l\Ir. OLIVER I am perfectly willing to haYe ·my amendment 
voted upon later. · · 

Mr. STOXE. ·Let us haYe a \Ote on the committee amend
ment now. -
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The VICE PRESIDE~'T. The question· is on agreeing to the 

amendment of the committee in lines 8 and !3, page 24. 
l\Ir. CUMMI!\S. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
.Mr . . BRISTOW: l\1r. President, I desir.e--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays ha-ve been 

called for and ordered. 
l\fr. STONE. Mr. President--
The . VICE PilESIDE.1. ~T. The yeas and nays . have been 

ordered. 
Mr. · STONE. I was going to make the point of no quorum, 

so that we might ha-ve a quorum present at the time the Yote is 
taken. 

l\fr. BRISTOW. I will wait until the roll is called before I 
mnke the remarks I desire to make upon this matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ·The Senator from Missouri sug
gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Ashurst 
Bacon 
Bankhead 
Bradley 
Brady 
Brandegee 
BL'i:tow 
Bryan 
Burton 
Catron 
Chamberlain 
Chilton . 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ark. 
Crawford 
Cummins 
Dillingham 
b"'letcher 

Gallinger 
Gore 
Gronna 
Hitchcock 
Hollis 
Hughes 
James 
Johnson, l\Ie . 
Johnston, Ala. 
Jones 
Kenyon 
Kel·n 
La Follette 
Lane 
Lea 
Lewis 
Lodge 
McLean 
Martin, Ya. 

Martine, N. J. 
Nelson 
O'Gorman 
Oliver 
Overman 
Paae 
Pe~rose 
Perkins 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robin on 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Shield 
Shively 
Simmons 

Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, ~Iich. 
Smith, S. C. 
Smoot 
Stone 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Townsend 
Walsh 
Weeks 
Williams 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Se-veuty-three Senators ha-ve an
s,-vered to their names. A quorum of tile Senate is present. 

RECESS. 

l\lr. KERN (at 3.17 p. m.). Mr. President, owing to the 
severe thunder. torm, which makes 'it impossible for Senator~ 
to !Je heard, I mo.-e that the Senate take a recess for 15 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate took a recess fol' 
Hi minutes; and at the expiration of the recess the Senate 
rea embled. 

TIIE TA.RIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and 
to pro-vide re-venue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDE:NT. The yeas and nays hu-ve been or
dered on agreeing to the amendment of the committee to para
graph 87. 

l\lr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I should like the attention. 
if I can barn it of· the Senator from Missouri [llr. STONE]. I 
li tened with great intere t to the discussion between the Sena
tor from Iowa and the Senators from l\Iissouri and Pennsyl
\'Unia. The Senator from Missouri, if I understood him cor
rectly, said that the duty in the first bracket on common 
window glass, unpolished, not exceeding 150 square inches, was 
levied for revenue and that there was very little of it manufac
tured in this country. 

As I under tand it, tho e are the small panes of window 
glass that are in common use, and we imported only 407,000 
pounds in 1912. It seems to me that the importations must be 
Yery small. The duty under the present law, the Senator will 
obsene, is 1-! cents per pound, or approximately 92 per cent 
ad valorem. The House reduced that to se-ven-eighths of a 
cent a pound, or approximately 64 per cent ad yalorem. The 
Senate committee increases it to 1 cent a pound o-ver the 
House rate, or 73 per cent ad yalorem. · 

Mr. CUi.\ll\lINS. l\fr. President--
'Ihe VICE PRESIDEN'l'. Does the Senator from .Kansas 

yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
l\lr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 
Mr. CU.1\11\JIXS. I would be sorry if the Senator from Kansas 

we1~e misled by anything that I ha-ve said. Therefore I want 
to call his attention to the fact that the bracket which he is 
now mentioning is not the entire bracket covered by the 1-cent
a-pound duty. It is limited to glass 150 square inches or less, 
valued at not -more than H cents per i>ound. Another glass of 
the same size yalued at more than 1! cents a pound is found 
in the · next bracket, w1J.ere the duty retained by the Senate 
committee is only 28 l)lus. 

L--184 

l\Ir. BRISTOW. Yes; I and-erstand. But I was going to in
quire why the committee found it 112cessary to increase the duty 
on these small panes of glass while it did not increase the duty 
on the larger panes of glass found in the third bracket. The 
Senator will obserye that in tile third bracket under the present 
law the equivalent ad -valorem is 96 per cent, while the House 
reduced it to 56 per cent and the Senate committee lea-ves it at 
that amount. 
, Going on down to the fifth bracket, "·here panes of glass con
tain 720 inches, the equirnlent ad -valorem is now 117 per cent. 
That is reduced by the House to 56 per cent, and the Senate 
committee leaves that at 56 per cent, being quite a. radical 
reduction. 

In -view of the fact that the duties on the large panes are 
radically reduced I would like to know why the Senate commit
tee increased the duty on the small panes. The Senator can 
not say that it is for re-venue, because the re-venue collected in 
rn12 on the importations of this bracket amounted to only a 
little o-ver $6,000, and the estimate of the Senate committee is 
for re-venue only $5,000. I ha'le not been able to find out the 
basis upon which this increase is made. 

Mr. STONE. l\Ir. President, the attitude of our friends on 
the other side is a rather strange one. Some of them complain 
that tile reduction is too great, and some of them complain that 
it is not great enough. I understand the Senator from Kansas 
to insi t that the reduction in th~ smaller sizes, the rates fixed 
in brackets 1 and 2, are too high, while in brackets 3 and 4· they 
are not high enough. . 

l\ir. BRISTOW. No; my complaint was that the duties in 
bracket 1 are too high. The duties in bracket 2 seem to be 
reasonable. It is an approximate rnte of 28 per cent. That is 
on the larger sizes. 

Mr. STONE. No; brackets 1 and 2 are the same sizes. 
l\lr. BRISTOW. It is a higher priced glass of the same size. 
Mr. STO:NE. They differ in price and 'lalue. · 
Mr. BRISTOW. I stand corrected as to the higher priced 

glasses. 
l\lr. STONE. The Senator then complains that the rate fixed 

in bracket 1 is too high? 
Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. 
Mr. STONE. What does he say of bracket 2? 
Mr. BRISTOW. The rate in 'bracket 2 seems to be -very 

reasonable. It is only 28 per cent on tl;le ,alue. 
Mr. STO~UD. It is the same rate 11er pound. What does the 

Senator say about brackets 3 and 4? 
Mr. BRISTOW. It is 56 per cent in one instance and 32 

per cent in the other. A reduction from 96 per cent to 56 per 
cent seems to be a pretty substantial reduction. 

Mr. STONE. Then the Senator's complaint is conftned to 
bracket 1? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes; that is what I am complaining of now. 
Mr. STONE. If we should reduce it to half a cent a pound, 

the Senator from Kansas would be satisfied? 
l\fr. BRISTOW. I think that half a cent a pound would ba 

very much better than it is. 
l\Ir. STONE. What about the Senator from Pennsylrnnia? 
Mr. BRISTOW. That is for the Senator from Missouri and 

the Senator from Pennsylvania to settle between themsel-ves} 
They seem to be in accord on this proposition. 

l\Ir. CU~11\HNS. l\lr. President--
1\lr. BRISTOW. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 
l\fr. STONE. He said it is too low now. 
l\lr. CUMMINS. Will the Senator from l\li souri listen to me 

for a moment? 
l\fr. STONE. Always. 
l\fr. CUl\11\IINS. I hope the amendment proposed by the 

committee will not be adopted. If it is not adopted, I intend 
to offer an amendment reducing the rate on glass not exceeding 
150 square inches and worth not more than a cent and a half a 
pound to one-half a cent per pound. 

Mr. HUGHES. The Senator "-ill admit there is no -value 
classification given here now. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I can not hear the Senator. 
1\Ir. HUGHES. There is no -value classification in the pro

posed. bill. Consequently the Senator's amendment would not 
be germane as he states it. It would not harmonize with 
the bill. 

l\Ir. CUM.MINS. No; but I intend to off er a 'lalue classi
fication. · 

l\Ir. HUGHES. I see. 
Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think that you can fairly attach 

a duty measuring it only by the pound "·hen it is well known 
that the glass is of so greatly different rnlue. That is eYident 
here. We have two b~·ackets of tll~ same siz_e of glass. Under 
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one, I think, the importations were valued at 1.4 cents per 
pound and under the other at more than 3 cents per pound. 
It is obvious that a duty of a cent a pound or any absolute · 
sum per pound can not do justi<:e to those two diffe1~ent kinds 
of glas es. 

l\lr. HUGHES. The Senator suggests offering an amendment 
preserving the old value c1assi:fication with reference to this 
commodity. I am not asking the Senator a question; I am 
simply making a statement with reference to this item. He 
suggests offering an amendment which will preserve in part a 
low value classification. Both the House committee and the 
Senate committee decided after full inv-estigation that that sort 
of a classification is absolutely impossible. 

I suppose this glass paragraph is one of the most difficult 
paragraphs in the whole bill. Under the old law, where there 
was a 'Value classification, the testimony ·and the Treasury 
figures developed the fact that glass in this country was often 
sold for less than the face of the duty. A most pecUliar com
petitive condition exists in the glass industry in this country 
now. Right at this time there is being installed ·a new glass
making machine which, so far as it has been installed, has 
absolutely revolutionized the whole glass-making industry. The 
value classification that the Senator suggests even now with 
the progress that has been made in the installation of this 
machinery would be<:ome absolutely worthless. 

I wish to call the Senator's attention to this fact. These 
great variations between the equivalent ad valorems are mis
leading. You will notice that both the H-0use and the Senate 
committees made -very slight and gradual increases as they went 
along on the higher priced glasses in the s_peclfic duties. It is 
mis1ea.ding to attempt to compare the equivalent ad valorem. 
You only get a fair knowledge of what both eommittees were 
trying to do when you look at the specific rates themselves, 
because there is no relati-0n between the value of the glass and 
the price at which it is .sold. 

Mr. CUl\.fMTNS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
New Jersey why he did not pur ue the -general policy of the 
bill and attach an ad valorem duty to glass? 

Mr. HUGHES. For the reason that we discover-ed that a 
·great deal of the glass that falls under this first bracket is a 
by-product of the manufacture of other glasses, an-d, as in many 
other paragraphs in the bill, we found it almost impossible to 
ascert:afo the value, because this prodnction is incident to 
the production of something else. A ridiculously high ad valo
rem rate would have to be laid upon the commodity in order to 
collect any duty at all. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I assume the Senator from New Jersey 
h::adly means a by-product. What he means is that the manu
facturers of other glasses find some pieces broken, and they 
are cut into smaller sizes. 

.Mr. HUGHES. Exactly. Great quantities -0f this gla.ss are 
produced undesignedly, the manufacturer having something 
totally -different in mind. This glass is on his bands and on 
the hands of the foreign manufacturer, too, and under nn ad 
valorem rate it would be sent .here in great quantities at very, 
very low values. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from New Jersey has said
and I am sure he is right upon that-that hitherto there has 
been a great deal of glass sold in the United States for less 
than the duty imposed upon it. Now, does not the Senator 
know that some four years ago, I think shortly after the pas
sage -0f the Payne-Aldrich bill, there was a trust organized in 
the window-glass business? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes. 
Mr. CUMMINS. And it succeeded in putting up the price 

very greatly? 
Mr. HUGHES. I used to b~ tmder the impression that the 

American Plate Glass· Co. absolutely dominated the market, 
made a world of money, and had a very pleasant time generally. 

.Mr. CUMMINS. Does the Senator know--
Mr. HUGHES. But the information I received was that the 

... .\merican Plate Glass Co., over a very extended period of time, 
and the other American glassmakers in this country, habitually 
sold the product for less than it cost them to make it . 

.Mr. CUMMINS. Pre<:isely. Then we come to the making of 
this bill. You find a condition which you want to change. Y.ou 
change it by leaving a duty of 73 per oent on common window 
glass not more than 150 inches square. Does the Senator fr-0m 
New Jersey assert that there is no way in whic1l justice can 
be rea·ched concerning that commodity? 

l\1r. HUGHES. The difficulty is, the Senator and I will never 
get together if he keeps talking about ad valorem rates and I 
am speaking about spe<:i:fic rates of duty. I think there ought 

I 
to be a small specific duty on this g1ass for this rea.son: One 
of the biggest .concerns in ·this country which makes it Jlas 
factory in Belgium. There is no doubt that glass can be made 
in Belgium more cheaply and mo1·e IJTOfi.ta:bly .and ibetter I 
think, than it can be made anywhere else in the woTld. The 
reason foT that is that the glass ma1u1facturers -0f Belgium hav~ • 
tremendous natural advantages. Of course, ,as the Senato.r 1 

knows, we did not go into the writing .of this bill with the object ' 
of making a free-trade bill. As has .often been said here, wa 
were confronted by certain conditions. 

Mr. CUl\f.UIN.S. But the House put a duty of seven-eighths 
of a cent a pound upon :glass not ·exceeding 150 square inches. ! 
What was wrong with that provision? 

Mr. HU~~S. In the opinion ·of the ~ommittee it simply; 
gave an additional advantage for the disposition of what is 
larg-ely a by-product to a foreign--

Mr. CU~llNS. An .advantage te whom? 
.Jlfr. HUGHES. To a foreign manufacturer. I was coming tv 

that. One of the biggest concerns in this country has already 
established a factory in Belgium. • 

Mr. CUMMINS. How can a duty of sevcn-.eighths of a C'ent 
a pound on gl.ass of this size give a greater advantage to a for
eign manufacturer than a duty -of 1 cent a pound upon it? 

Mr. RUGHES. I am trying to get to the point, if the Sena• 
tar will permit me. Take the case of an American manufac
turer who has a market in this country and selling agencies and 
means of distribution for this particular product and has also 
a large factory .abroad. It was pointed out to me, I know-I do 
not know w..hether it affected the other members of the commit- i 
tee or not-it was pointed out to me by certain independent 
manufacturers in this country that an extremely low rate o1l 
duty would simply enable this American manufacturer to bring 
in the by-product of that factory and close his factory here or , 
change its method of operation, and that the Government would 
simply lose that amount in revenue. 

1\Ir. CUMMIN.S. Then the substance of all that is that the. 
duty was raised to 1 cent a pound in order to protect the do
mestic manufacturers of this sort of glass. What I say is that 
that is too much -protection. 

1\fr. HUGHES. The Senator says it is too much protection 
because there is an :equivalent ad valorem of 74 per eent, but 
the equivalent ad va.lorem is obtained by taking the pric'e of 
glass, which is the most unfixed and variable proposition that 
I know :o-f, and comparing it with these specific rates of duty, 
and it is absolutely and altogether misleading, I will say to the 
Senator. 

l\fr. CUMMINS. I agree to that. I agree that wben you tum 
ad valorem duties into specific duties and separ.ate th-e commod
ities into classes or brackets the lower-priced commodities will 
appear to have tremendous rates ·of duty. 

Mr. HUGHES. Tremendous rates· of duty . 
Mr. CUMMINS. That is undoubtedly true. Therefore the 

bracket ought to be divided so that this range would be as small 
as possible. 

Mr. HUGHES. I will say to the Senator from Iowa thut it 
is impossible to do it with a value classification, becaus~ the 
value of glass :fluctuates to such -an extent that that classifica- ~ 
tion is really valueless. It is a difficult proposition. I <lo not 1 

mean to say that we have it exactly right, but we did the best r 

we could with fue information we had at hand. We started u.t 
this rate -and we went up gradually ·and slowly and in an 
orderly way, increasing the specifics, knowing, of course, that 
any Senator could take a specific Tate and change it to an ad 
valorem rate and show great variations in the different brackets. 1 

But that is caused, not by the rates that we propose. to lay in 
this bill, but by the :fluctuations of the glass market, the exi- j 
gencles of the business, and the attempt on the part of this or 
that crowd to control the market at a particular time. 1 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, the Senator from New JerseYJ 
1 alluded to an American manufacturer who has a factory in 1 

Belgium. I am inclined to think that he is mistaken with re., 
gard to that having any application to this paragraph. I pre
sume the manufacturer to whom he alludes is the Pittsburgh j 
Plate Glass Co. 

Mr .. HUGHES. I think so. I know the representative told · 
me himself--

MT. OLIVER. The PittSburgh Plate Glass Co. does not maka 
any of this kind of glass. 

Mr. HUGHES. They would be bound to make it in tbe mann• 
facture of other glass. 

Mr. -OLIVER. I beg pardon. 'Plate ,glass is an entirely dif. 
ferent commodity from what is kn-0wn as window glass. 

Mr. HUGHES. :M:y recollection is that be made that Tery, ' 
point, and I asked him that question. 
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1\Ir. OLiYEU. But I think it is with regard to a subsequent 
paragraph treating of plate glass and not with ·regard to this 
paragraph. 

Mr. STONE. .Mr. President, Senators on the other side are 
not al>le to agree as to this rate of duty. Every day we hear 
complaints from that side that we want to ruin the country by 
hnving duties too low. Now, when we find some of them com
plaining that· the duties are too high and that they ought to be 
reduced in the public interest, I feel very much inclined to give 
consideration to that remarkable expression of opinion. It may 
be we can reduce this rate somewhat. I do not say that it can 
be done or should be done; but since so many Senators on the 
other side think we have placed the rate too high, I will ask 
that the order for the yeas and nays be vacated and that the 
paragraph be passed oyer, and we will take it up and see if we 
can not accommodate our friends on the other side by a lower 
duty. 

1\Ir. CU:Ml\IINS. That is very agreeable to me. I do not 
speak for any of my associates upon this side. I am sincere 
in the belief that the first bracket in this paragraph ought to 
be reduced below the rate named in the bill. 

Mr. STONE. I understand the Senator's attitude. I am so 
much gratified at the disposition to lower duties that I will ask 
that the paragraph be passed over that the committee may look 
into it again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The call for the yeas and nays is 
withdrawn, and the paragraph will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was continued as follows; 
88. Cylinder· and crown glass-, polished, not exceeding 384_ square 

inches, 3 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceedmg ~20 
squ3re inches, 4 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceedmg 
1,440 square inches, 7 cents per square foot; above that, 10 cents per 
square foot. 

80. Fluted rolled, ribl.>ed, or rough plate glass, or the same con
taining a wire netting within itself, not including crown, cylinder, or 
common window glass, not exceeding -384 square inches, ~ cent per 
squai:e foot ; all above that, 1 cent per square foot; and all fluted, 
rolled ribbed or rough plate glass, weighing over 100 pounds per 100 
square feet shall pay an additional duty on the excess at the same 
rates herein imposed : Provided, That all of the above plate glass, when 
ground, smoothed, or otherwise obscured, shall be subject to the same 
rate of duty as cast polished plate glass unsilvered. 

l\Ir. LA. FOLLET'.rE. I ask to have that paragraph passed 
oYer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 
The Secretary read paragraph 90, as follows: 
90. Cast polished plate glass, finished or unfinished and unsilvered, 

or the same containing a wire netting within itself, not exceeding 384 
square inches, 6 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 
720 quare inches, 8 cents per square foot; all above that, 12 cents per 
square foot. · 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that that paragraph be passed 
o>er. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph goes OYer on the 
request of the -Senator from Wisconsin. 

The Secretary read paragraph 91, as follows : 
91. Cast polished plate glass, silvered, cylinder and c1·own glass, 

silvered, and looking-glass plates exceeding in size 144 square inches, 
shall be subject to a duty of 1 cent per square foot in addition to the 
rates otherwise chargeable on such glass unsilvered: Provided, That no 
looking-glass plates or glass silvered, when framed, shall pay a less 
rate of duty than that imposed upon similar glass of like description 
not framed, but shall pay in addition thereto upon such frames the rate 
of duty applicable thereto when imported separate. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Michigan. I ask that paragraph 01 be passed 
o-ver. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed o>er. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read 

paragraphs D2 and 93, as follows: 
92. Cast polished plate glass, silve1·ed o'r unsilvered, and cylinder, 

crown, or common window glass, silvered or unsilvered, polished or 
unpolished, when bent, ground, obscured, frosted, sanded, enameled, 
beveled, etched, embossed, engraved, flashed, stained, colored, painted, 
ornainented, or decorated, shall be subject to a duty of 4 per cent ad 
valorem in addition to the rates otherwise chargeable thereon. 

93. Spectacles, eyeglasses, and goggles. and frames for the same, 
or parts thereof, finished or unfinished, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

.i\1r. LODGE. l\Ir. President, on paragraph 93 and the succeed
ing paragraph I merely desire to say that the reductions which 
ha>e been made are extremely seriouc, if not disastrous, to these 
industries. The cost of production of spectacles, optical instru
ments, and so on, as anyone will readily find, is chiefly labor. 
The raw material is not an expensive part of the cost. The 
labor costs are very much greater, from two to four times 
greater, in this country than _they are among our competitors. 
I do not care to argue the matter at any length, but I ask leave 
to submit and hm-e printed as a part of my remarks a letter 
from a constituent of mine, a very large maker of these articles, 
at Southbridge. Mass. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, _ per
mission to do so is granted. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 
SOU'l.'HBIUDGE, MASS., U. S . A., May Z1, 1913. 

OPTICAL GOODS . 

(Honse bill 3321, Schedule B, pars. 93, !H, and 05.) 
Ilon. HENRY c. LODGE, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0 . 
Sm: ' We have before us statements recently submitted to you by 

the United States Lens Co., the Tilton Optical Co., · and the Bausch & 
Lomb Optical Co. in connection with these goods, and desire not only 
to recotd our concurrence in the truth and impol'tance of these state
ments beat·ing on the tariff question, but to emphasize the fact that 
the proposed reduction wlll seriously injure a legitimate business with
out benefit to the consumer. 

The consumer will not benefit by a reduction in the tariff rates, 
because the cost of the al'ticle itself is included in a much greater 
charge for professional services and is almost negligible. A difference 
of $1 a dozen would not show in the charge to the consumer, but 
would be extremely injurious to the manufacturer and the workman. 

The workman and the manufacturer will be seriously injured, the 
reason being that the product as made .in this country is from 70 to 
85 per cent labor, and our labor cost is from two to four times greatet· 
than the labor cost abroad (Germany and France). Under the present 
rates the ta.riff is no more than competitive, and surely under these 
circumstances a one-third reduction in the tari~ would be unwise and 
unsafe. · 

PERFECTION DEPENDS O:S THE PERSO:S.A.L TR.AINI::\G OF THE WORKMAN. 

The nature of eyeglasses and spectacles is such as to require the 
most delicate and accurate treatment, error being detrimental to the 
consumer. We know of no other industry where poor work on the 
part of the workman will show more quickly and be more injurious 
to the general public than in the preparation of accessories in the a id 
of eyesight. Commercial efficiency, furthermore, is obtained only by 
long years of careful training of the workman, years of patient care 
and endeavor to reduce the waste within practicable limits and secur e 
the high grade of product manufactured. 

If the industry were injured, it would take years to recover and the 
magnificent scientific progress of the art, which ls tending to the bet
terment of the health and welfare of the consumer generally and fos 
tered by wise and stringent optometry laws, would be stayed if not 
destroyed. · 

PRESE."T PROGRESS HAS BEEN MADE WITHOUT l:SCREASED COST TO 
. CONSUMER. 

Owing to the activity and i;esearch of our oculists and optometrists 
the scientific requil'ements have increased, with a consequent increase 
in cost of production. Wages and raw materials also in our art, as 
well as in others, have generally increased in the last few years; but in 
spite of the increase in scientific requirements and in wages the con
sumer is getting better goods than ever before without increased cost 
to himself _; and this is solely due to the fact that competition bas 
kept well apace. if not ahead, trade conditions being healthy and 
prices to the trade strictly regulated by open, well-developed compe
tition. 

PRESENT-DAY COXDITIO:SS ARE 'OT THOSE OF YEARS AGO. 

It would be impossible to build up a successfal going plant t.o-day 
under the triple burden of high and increasing scientific requirements, 
high and increasing wages, and a reduced tariff, in view of the highly 
developed domestic competition now existing. A careful study of the 
experience of the present manufacturers will demonstrate this fact, 
and it is therefore earnestly hoped that the present rates will be 
retained, for it will not only benefit the workman and bis employer, but 
will also benefit the general public. 

Respectfully submitted. 
AM Ell. I CA ' OPTICAL Co., 
C. M. WELLS. President. 

Mr. STONE. l\Ir. President, I do not, of course, know what 
the Senator from 1\Iassachusetts has asked to ha-ve printed, and 
I have no wish to ha>e it read; but I wish to be informed 
about it. 

1\Ir. LODGE. It is merely a letter setting forth in detail the 
points which I myself haYe briefly ID$de as to labor costs, as 
to competition, and the general character of the industry. The 
letter comprises only a page and a half; it is a mere discussion 
of the rates of duty; that is all. 

Ur. STONE. Very well. 
1\Ir. WEEKS. l\Ir. President, I want to add a TI"Ord to what 

has been said by my colleague [Mr. LODGE] in connection with 
this subject. This is one of the industries which has been built 
up in the United States, not so much as a result of the duty 
imposed as on account of the excellence of the product and the 
development of machinery in connection with the industry. Our 
manufacturers for the last 20 or 25 years have been in ad-vance 
of the rest of the world in that respect. They have been closely 
folio-wed and copied from time to time. Foreign manufactm;ers 
ha>e agents in this country who are trying at all times to copy 
or to conform to the methods which have been in use here: 

The duty of 50 per cent which has hitherto prerniled has 
probably not had a great influence in developing the industry, 
and if conditions in the future were to be what thev have been 
in the past a reduction to 35 per cent might not materially ill· 
j ure the industry; but conditions ha>e so changed that now our 
foreign competitors have reached a point where they can manu
facture as chea.ply and deYelop a produet as good as that manu-
factured in this country. · 

The rate of duty is an extremely small item in the total cost 
of an eyeglass. If a ·person goes to an oculist, pays three or 
four or fi,·e dollars for his o::>inion, and then goes to the dealer 
in eyeglasses, the price of the glass depends >ery largely on tbc 
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personal service performed by the dealer rather than the value 
of the glass. For instance, the glass which I have in my hand 
[exhibiting] would probably be sold by the manufacturers for 
not more than $3 a dozen, or 25 cents a pair, and yet the total 
cost to myself, including the fee to the oculist, was $7.50. 

I want to give two or three of these figures, because they 
illustrate what a small item the duty is in the total cost. The 
duty under the prevailing law on glasses that cost 40 cents a 
dozen is 26 cents a dozen ; on glasses that cost $1.50 a dozen, it 
is 75 cents a dozen; the duty on glasses that cost $3 a dozen is 
$1.50 a dozen. The reduction proposed would make the duty, 
instead af 26 cents a dozen, 14 cents a dozen ; the duty proposed, 
instead of 75 cents on the next grade, would be 32 cents; on the 
next grade, instead of being $1.50 a dozen, it would be $1.05 a 
dozen. In the lowest grade it would be a difference of 1 cent a 
pair; on the next grade it would be a difference of 2 cents a 
pair; and on the next grade it would be a difference of 4 cents 
a pnir. 

Nobody crrn contend that that is going to have a great influ
ence in affecting the price to the consumer when 1:he cost of his 
glasses has been several dollars paid either to the oculist or to 
the dealer in glasses. 

But the point I wish to make, Mr. President, is that the indus
try abroad has reached a state: of perfection equal to that irr this 
country, and we take great chances when we reduce duties 
under thee circumstances, duties which are not burdensome on 
the consumer in this country under present conditions, and in 
cases where we make a reduction. which is not going to bring 
any com~nsating advantage to the consumer. Nobody can tell 
just what tile result will be in this case. It may not make any 
material difference for the- time being, but it is opening the door 
to the pos ibilities of a serious change. 

This industry has been developed after long experience and 
is an expensive industry to develop, because every workman 
engaged in it ha:s to go through a long course of training in 
order to reach a stage of perfection whieh enables our manufac
turers to put out the quality of product which they have done. 
Therefore I think it is inadvisable to make- any change in a 
schedule of this kind which is not going to bring any advan
tage to anybody and which may be of serious disadvantage to 
every manufacturer and every- workman engaged in it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move to amend paragraph 93 
by striking out " 35 " and inserting " 45." I do not believe in 
the ad valorem system, but that is the nearest I can bring it--

1\fr. STONE. The pre ent ad valorem rate is 51 per cent in 
the brackets. 

Mr: LODGE. I want to make it as high on the equivalent 
as the specific makes it. r will ask to make it 45 per cent. The 
present duties are specifics and these are ad valorems. 

l.\1r. STONE. The duty was reduced by the House bill from 
" .51 " to " 42.35 " per cent. The fact is that in 1912 there were 
only sixty-three thousand and odd dollars worth of importa
tions, as against a domestic production in 1910 of $11, 734,000 
worth~ On these optical goods, I think, 35 per cent is certainly 
enough. 

l\fr. LODGE. I move to make the rate "45 per cent." 
The VICE PRESIDEJ.""fr. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 
The SEORET.ABY. In paragraph 93, page 26, line 15, before the 

words " per cent," it is proposed to strike out "35" and to in
sert "45." 

The amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 94., page 26, line 20, after too word "manufactured," 
to strike out " 30 per cent ad valorem " and to insert " strips of 
glass not more than 3 inches wide, ground or polished on one 
or both sides to a cylindrical oi: prismatic form, including those 
used in the construction of gauges, and glass slides for magic 
lanterns, 25 per cent ad valorem,'' so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

94. Lenses of glass or: pebble, molded or pressed, or ground and pol
ished to a spherical, cylindrical, or prismatic form, and ground and 
polished pla.no or coquill glasses, wholly or partly manufactured, strips 
of gla s, not more than 3 inches wide, ground or polished on one or 
both sides to a cylindrical or prismatic form, including those used in 
the construction of gauges, and glass slides for magic lanterns, 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 
. The amendment was agreed to. 
. The next amendment wa~ at the top of page 27, to strike- out 
paragraph 95, as follows : 

95. Strips of glass, not more than 3 Inches wide, ground or pol
ished on one or both sides to a cylindrical or prismatic form, including 
those used in the construction ~ gauges, and glass slides for magic 
lllnterns, 20 per cent a.d valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, 

The next amendment of the Committee. on Finance wn.s. on 
· page 27,. line 6, to change the- number of paragraph " 96 " to 
" 95," in line 6, on the same page, after the word " glasses" to 
strike out " telescopes, microscopes, photograpliic and' projection 
lenses, and"; in line 7,. after the word "optical;' to- strike out 
"and surveying"; in line 8, after the word ""frame ," to strike 
out " or " and insert "'and" ; and in line HY, before the words 
"per cent," to strike out "30" and insert "35.,." so as to make 
the paragraph read : 

95. Opera and field glasses,. optical instruments and fL"a.mes and 
mountings for the same ; all the foregoing nat speda.lly provided fo11 
in this section, 35 pex: cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was: a.greed to. 
The next amendment was, on page-27, ~ter line 10, to insert 

as a new paragraph the following : 
96. Surveying instruments, teiescopes, mieL'OScopes-, l)hotol!raphic and 

i~oj~~~~~~-enses, and frames and mountings for the same,.25 per cent 

The amendment was agreed ta. 
The. Secretary read paragraph 97, as, follo-w;s : 

.97. Stained or painted'. glass window_s., or n~ts- thereof, and nll 
IIDrrors, not exceeding in size 14A square mches, w1t-h or without frames 
or- cases; incandescent electric-light bulbs and lamps, with: or without 
filaments ; and all glass or ma.rm:l'actures- of glass or paste· or of which 
glass or paste is the component material of chief' value, not pecially 
provided for in this section, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. LA F0LLET'I'E. l ask to' ha;ve that paragraph passed 
over for the time being. 

The VICE PRESIDE...~T. In the.· a-bsence ()f objwtion, the 
paragraph will be passed' over~ 

The reading 0f the bill was resumed~ 
The next amendm~nt of the Committee on Finance was. in 

paragraph 98, page 27, line 22, after the word " Fusible, ' to 
insert "and glass," so as to make the paragraph. rea.d: 

98. Fusible and glass enamel, 20 pel" cent ad valorem ; onal· or C]'lin'-
der glass tiles. or tiling, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read paragraphs 99· and 100',, as. follows: 
99. Marble, breccia, and onyr. in block, rough- or squared only, 50 

cents per cubic foot; marble, breccia, and onyx, sawed or· dressed,. over 
2 inches in thickness, 7.5 cents. per cubic foot; slabs or paving tiles of 
marble or onyx, containing not less than 4 sul)erficial inches, if not 
more than 1 inch in thickness, 6 cents per superficial foot; if more 
thl:l.Il 1 inch and not more than. 1~ inches in thiclme , 8 cents per 
superficial foot; if more than 1 ~ in.che.s and not more than. 2 inches in 
thickness, 10 cents per superficial foot; if rubbed in whole or in part, 
2 cents per superficial foot in addition ; mo aic cubes o! marble or 
onyx, not exceeding 2 cubic inches in size, if loose, 20 per cent ad 
va..Iorem ; if attached to pa.per or other material, 35 per cent ad valarem.. 

100. Marble, breccia, onyx, alabaster. and jet, wholly 01.' partly 
manufactured into monuments, benehes, vases, :l.Ild other acti.cles, or of 
which these substance or eithe1· of them- is the component material of 
chief value, and all articles composed wholly or in cbief value of agate, 
rock crystal, or other semiprecious stones, except such as are cut into 
shapes and forms fitting them expx:essly for- us€ in the construction of 
jewelry, not specially provided for in this section, 45 p.e.r cent ad 
valorem. 

.Mr. BRISTOW subsequently said: MI:. President, I should 
like to ask that paragraph 99 be passed over, because I have 
observed one or two dnties in the paragraph into which I 
should like to look a little further. 

Mr. JAM.ES. It is imPossible to hear. what the Senator 
says. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I say I should l.fke to have paragraph 99 
go over with the other paragraphs· that have gone over, be
cause I desire to look into some of the duties contained in that 
paragraph; 

Mr. JAM.ES. In regard to' surveying instruments? 
l\fr. BRISTOW. No; in regard to marble, onyx, and survey-

ing slabs. 
Mr. STONE. The Senator refers to paragraph 99. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. 
Mr. STONE. We have- no objection, of course; if the Sen~ 

ator wishes that paragraph passed: over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 

paragraph will be passed over. 
The reading. of the bill was resumed, and the Secr·et.ary read 

to the end of paragraph 101, which1 is as follows: 
101. Freestone, granite, sand.stone, limestone, lava, and all other 

stone suitable for use as monumental or building stone, except marble, 
breccia, and onyx, not specially provided for in this section, hewn, 
dressed, or polished, 01· otherwise manufaetured, 25 per cent aa 
valorem ; unmanu.fa.ctured, or not dressed, hewn. or P-Olished, 3 cents 
per cubi~ foot. 

l\fr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, I wtsh to inquire of the_ 
member of the committee having this matter in cha..rge what 
consideration moved· the committee in reducing the rate af duty, I 
upon granite from 50 per cent to 25 per cent ad valorem? / 

l\1r. GALLINGER. And the duty on unmanuf.actured granite 
from 10 cents to 3 cents per cubic foot? 

Mr. STONE. Does the Senator refer to marble?. 
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Mr. DILLINGHAM. The paragraph eave.rs freestone, granite; 

sandstone, l1mestone, anc1 so forth, but I am asking particularly 
in relation to granite. 

Mr. STONE That is the rate fixed by the House: bilL 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. But, perhaps, the committee can tell us 

upon what ground the reduetion was made and what reasons 
were presented to it in the hearings why the reduction sh-0uld 
be made. 

Mr. STOJ\'E. It wa:s i·educed by the House one-half, from 50 
per cent to 2- per cent, becau e the House presumed that the 
reduction was a proper one in the interest of the, consmner and 
of the revenue. 

l\Ir. DILLINGH f. I have examined the House hearings, 
but have been unable to find that ::mybody recommend-ed it, 
excepting l\Ir. Hanold, who represented the firm of Townsend, 
Townsend & Co., of 423 West Twenty-first Street, New York 
City. 1\Ir. Hanold said that, in appearing before the committee, 
he represented the "National Wholesale Granite- Dealers' Asso
ciation, comprising 18 firms engaged in the business of selling 
domestic and imported granite monuments at wholesale," :md 
so forth. 

If anybody else appeared before either the House or the 
Senate committee recommending this reduction or giving any 
reason for it, I should be glad to know who it was. 

Mr. STONE. I was just about to say that I do not recall that 
anyone appeared before the Senate committee in relation to this 
item; but my attention is now called to the fact that a granite 
manu:fBcturers' association of Quincy, Mass., filed 3! brief. 

1\Ir. DILLINGHAM. Yes; but they were opposed to the pro
posed reduction. 

Mr. TONE. Yes; they were opposed to it. · 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Now, I am asking upon what considera

tion the recommendation was made that the rate be reduced? 
Who asked for it? 

Mr. STONE. Just upon the ground that it was thought that 
the rate was unnecessarily high and should be reduced. There 
are practicaily no importations. 

l\Ir. DILLINGHAl\L Does the Senator recall anybody except 
the band of importers in New York represented by l\Ir. Hanold 
who recommended the reduction? 

filr. STONE. I know nothing about " the band of importers " 
of whom the Senator speaks. They di:d not appear before the 
Senate committee. 

l\Ir. DILLINGHAM. No; but Mr. Hanold says he represented 
18 firms engaged in importing granite. 

l\lr. STO:NE. No; I do not know who appeared. 
l\Ir. DILLINGHAM. Well, Mr. President, I do not think that 

anybody else appeIK·ed before the· House committee demanding a 
reduction in the rate. 

l\Ir. STONE. I do not think any person interested in quarry
ing or manufacturing marble or granite appeared before either 
committee to insist upon a reduction of the duties. I think not. 

1\:Ir. DILLINGHAM. I think not, too. No consumer in the 
United States asked for it, so far as I have been able to find 
by an examination of the record of the hearings. I do not 
think that anybody asked for it, except the importing com
panies in New YoTk, and they recommended that the duty be 
reduced from 50 per cent to 20 per cent. 

Mr. STONE. That may be so, if the Senator please. I do 
not know. 

l\Ir. DILLINGHAM. In connection with this matter I want 
to cull the attention of the Senate--

Mr. STONE. But I can not see how that affects the question 
of whether the reduction should have been made. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Perhaps r can help the Senator to see 
that, because I think that a very great injustice has been done 
in this instance. 

Mr. STONE. I am not asking to be helped. 
l\Ir. DILLINGHAM. l\Ir. President, I desire to call attention 

to the fact that the granite out-put of the country that goes into 
monumental work is disposed of almost entirely by the class of 
firms that came and asked for this reduction, and they have--

Mr. STONE. Are they importers? 
1\Ir. DILLINGHAM. Yes; they are importers and also deal

ers in the domestic artide. 
Mr. STO:NE. Well, now, will the Senator let me call his atten

tion to the fact at this pertinent point in his statement that I 
find on looking at the data before me-official statistics-that in 
1912 of all the articles mentioned in the paragraph, freestone, 
granite, and so forth. only $74,991 worth were imported--

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I was- aware of that fact. 
1\fr. STONE. While there was a domestic production of these 

articles in 1911 of $76,966,000. 
Mr. DII.iLINGHAM. J: was aware of those facts. 

Mr. STO~TE- Then, if the tariff would affect the question of 
importation of these h~avy materials-in othe:r words, if they 
are likely to be brought in any considerable quantity from 
abroad, the tariff was prohibitive, and it has been redu{!ecl one
half by the House bill. With a domestic production of over 
$76)000,00-0 again.st an importation of $74,000, and with a. taiiff 
either prohibitive in itself or which added to the cost of trans
portation from abroad makes it prohibiti"rn, I rather think th~ 
House has not O\erleaped the bounds of wisdom in making the 
reduction. 

Mr. DILLINGHAl\I. l\I1·. President, I can not find that either 
the House or the Senate committee has made any inquiry to as
certain what would be a fair competitive rate of duty upcn this 
article. I would not stand here to ask for a prohibitive duty, 
but I do think that the duty should be equal to the difference 
in the cost of production at home and abroad; and it is to that 
question that I desire to address myself to the Senate for- a 
moment. 

1\.I.r. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit m~ just a word? 
l\fr. DILLINGHAM. Gladly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I presume that the Senator from l\lissouri 

[Mr. STONE] is aware of the fact that there is the most intense 
domestic competition in the production of granite. It is pro
duced in several of our New England States and in other parts 
of the country, and the competition is so keen that there is 
really very little profit in that industry. I agree with the Sena
tor from Vermont that the reduction proposed to be made is a 
violent reduction and that it will result in greatly reducing the 
domestic production and increasing the importations of the 
product. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I was about to rema.I'k, Mr. President, 
that the class of firms that have come here and asked fer this 
reduction substantially control the granite trade of th~ United 
States. I am referring now to the monumental trade, into which 
granite so largely enters. They employ artists to prepare d-e
signs, which are numbered,. and every one of these firms has 
perhaps a hundred or a thousand different designs. They have· 
their subagents all over the United States. Whenever they 
hear of a death in a family their agent immediately seeks an 
interview, submits prices upon which they will furnish different 
styles of monuments composed of this, that, and the other va
riety of graillte, foreign and American. Having secured th-e 
contract for a monument, they submit plans and specifications 
for the same to different producers of granite in Vermont, in 
N-ew Hampshire, in l\Ia.ine, and in other parts of tile country, 
and in the competition among the manufacturers for the job 
they secure. the lowest possible price. In that way they have 
brought abont the brisk competition which has been mentioned 
by the Sena.tor from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. So 
that the price of granite monumentS' is probably as low in this 
country to-day as it ever can be under the prices which the 
manufacturers are compelled to pay for wages ill that industry. 
This is shown by the fact that the business is not in the hands 
of a trust. It is entirely in the hands of individual producers~ 

I live in the center of the granite industry in Vermont, and 
· it is one of the largest industries of the State. The census re
ports show there are 51 quarries in operation in · Vermont; 
that 21 of them are controlled by individuals, 12 of them by 
partnel'ships, and only 18 by corporations. It will, therefore, 
be seen that the business is not under the control of uny trust 
nor of any combination whatever, but that it is an individual 
enterprise in every instance, and tile competition that I have 
mentioned is always maintained. 

The cost of producing granite and placing it on tlrn ma.rket 
is almost wholly labor; and that is a matter th.at ought not to 
be overlooked. According to the report of the last census the 
element of labor entering into the cost Qf finished granitf; is 
given as at 80 per cent of the whole. 

In the manufacture of granite the hours necesQarily have to 
be short. They are universally eight hours a day for granite 
cutters. The minimum wage paid there is $3.25, and the daily 
wage is increased according to the skill of the person employed 
to $4.50 and in some instances to $5 per day. 

Probably 2,000 persons are employed as cutters in thi..; in
dustry. I suppose that in the stone industry of Vermont there 
are 10,000 persons engaged. They are highly skilled workmen 
and command a high rate of remuneration. If the American 
manufacturers, paying these prices for labor, are to be driven 
into comptition with foreign produeers, where, as in Scotland, 
the average rate of wages is only 15 cents an hom, wWle 
with us the minimum rate. is $3.25 a day, Senators can see what 
that competition means. 

In Barre, which is in the county whexe I reside, there :.lre 
104 concerns engaged in manuf..icturing granite, after courn1t~ 
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ing the stock into monuments and selling them in all parts of 
the United States, largely through the firms in New York to 
which I have already called attention. In Montpelier there are 
21, and in the towns Qf Hardwick and Bethel there are 74, 
rnal:tng 199 in all. The minimum rate of wages paid, as I tave 
stated, is $3.25 a day, or 40~ cents per hour, while in Scotland 
the same work commands only 15 cents an hour, or $1.35 for a 
nine-hour day. 

l\Ir. STONE. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, 
I assume his figures as to wages in Vermont and Scotland to be 
correct. I can not assail them, because I do not know where 
he obtained his data. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I obtained my information to some ex
tent from the census but more largely from inquiry. 

l\Ir. STONE. As to the Scotch rate? 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. The Scotch rate ·comes to me from two 

different sources. I have it from 1\fr. Wishart, who is the sec
retary of the Granite Manufacturers' Association at Barre. I 
find it also given in a brief that bas been filed with the com
mittee, to which the Senator has called my attention, by the 
Quincy (Mass.) Granite Manufacturers' Association. In that 
brief, which the Senator mentioned a little while ago, they say: 
· Monuments are a luxury, and the principal Item in the cost of pro

duction is labor. We pay our granite cutters and granite polishers a 
minimum wage of $3.25 per day, many of our workmen getting $4 or 
$4.50 per day. In Scotland the pay is $1.35 per day. Our workmen 
have already given warning ·that as fast as existing agreements expire 
they will expect and demand a minimum wage of , 4 per day. Without 
a tariff sufficient to offset the difference between what we pay and 
what is paid in Scotland it means Scotch monuments in our cemeteries 
instead of native monuments. 

Mr. STONE. From what is the Senator reading? 
l\Ir. DILLINGHAM. I am reading from a communication 

filed with the committee by the Granite Manufacturers' Associa
tion of Quincy, Mass., to which the Senator from Missouri 
called my attention a few moments ago. 

Mr. STONE. Very well. It is but natural, and not improper, 
that manufacturers and others who have interests to promote 
before Congress should state their case as strongly as possible. 
They say that they pay some of their workmen as high as $4 
a day. Then they give the average of the Scotch rate as $1.35. 
I should like to know a little more definitely, from less inter
ested concerns, just what the a·rnrage wage would be in this 
employment. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I think I can speak with authority on 
that subject. I live in the center of the largest granite industry 
in the United States. The rate of pay there is fixed by agree
ment between all of the manufacturers and all of the workmen. 
It is entered into year by year. The present agreement between 
them is equivalent to $3.25 a day. The minimum rate is 40! 
cents per hour. That is the equivalent of $3.25 per day for an 
eight-hour day. It is the union rate, and they are compelled to 
pay it. I have neighbors within a stone's throw of my house 
who are skilled laborers, who get $4 and $4.50 a day for their 
work. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me to interrupt him? 

1\Ir. DILLINGHAM. I shall be very glad to yield to the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire. · 

Mr. GALLINGER. I chance to live in a city one of the 
chief industries of _which is granite. The granite in the Con
gressional Library building came from my home town. The 
granite used in the first story of the Senate Office Building 
came from my home town. I know that the scale of wages 
that the Senator from Vermont says is being paid in Vermont 
is precisely the scale of wages that is being paid in Concord, 
N. H. It is the union scale. 

I have no knowledge as to the rate paid in Scotland, except 
that it has been stated to me by parties who claim to 1mow that 
the rate is as the Senator from Vermont has stated. 

1\fr. STONE. Can the Senator from Vermont tell me the 
cost of transportation, cutting, and so forth? 
- 1\Ir. DILLINGHAM. The ocean freight rate is low. r · will 
say in reply to the Senator that this l\Ir. Hanold, representing 
these importing firms in New York, made a computation, which 
he filed with the committee, on different classes of monuments, 
giving the price for which he thought they could be brought into 
New York under the proposed duty and what would be asked by 
the American manufacturers, delivered free on board the cars at 
the quarry, but not in New York. The Granite l\lanufacturers' 
Association of Quincy, Mass., have taken that table, and on page 
291 of the documents relating to Schedule B, second print, they 
haYe compared the figures. They say that taking a monument 
costing $16 imported from Scotland, as represented by the gen
tleman to whom I have referred, it would cost $20 to put one of 
the same character free on board cars at Quincy from Quincy 

granite; that a monument that would cost $118 imported can 
not be reproduced in Quincy granite and delivered on the cars 
at Quincy for less than $134. . 

That is the statement of the Quincy l\Ianufacturers' As ocia
tlon, which is a very reputable one, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire wil be able to assure you. 

I do not want the Senator to understand that I am opposing 
any reasonable rate qf duty, but I insist that in an industry as 
large as this, one furnishing employment to such a large number 
of men, and in which 80 per cent of the cost of the product is 
labor, it is an absolute injustice to the men who have made the 
necessary investments, it is an absolute injustice to the industry 
and all who are dependent upon it, to open up competition with 
Scotland in such a way that wages must necessarily be reduced 
or the output curtailed. I do not think our friends on the other 
side want to do that. I do not think they want to make such a 
record. 

Mr. HUGHES. Will the Senator permit a question? 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Very gladly. 
Mr. HUGHES. I am informed that a very great proportion 

of the granite produced in this country is polished at the vari
ous penitentiaries throughout the country. Has the Senator any 
information as to that? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I do not think that is the case. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. I do not think there is a foot of it. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Not a foot of granite produced in Ver

mont is polished in penitentiaries. 
Mr. LODGE. Not a foot of the Massachusetts granite is pol

ished in penitentiaries. Our laws do not permit it. 
l\Ir. HUGHES. Not in Massachusetts, not in my State, not 

perhaps in the State of Vermont, but in States where under the 
law convicts are permitted to labor for private contractors. 

l\fr. GAL.LINGER. Will the Senator please state what State 
he refers to? 

Mr. HUGHES. l\fy information is that in the State of In
diana a great deal of American granite, quite a considerable per
centage of the total production, is polished by the convicts in the 
penitentiaries. 

l\fr. LODGE. It is rather hard to make Massachusetts and 
Vermont and New Hampshire all suffer for that. 

Mr. HUGHES. I state that only as bearing upon the general 
labor conditions throughout the country, and as bearing upon 
the question of the tremendously high rate of wages paid in 
this industry. 

l\Ir. GAL.LINGER. But, of course, it does not reduce th(j 
rate of wages in the New Elngland States, where we are paying 
and are compelled to pay union rates. 
. Mr. HUGHES. I understand that; but J.:he rate of wages 
m the State of New Hampshire or any other New En.orland 
State, is affected, of course, if thei·e is anything in the Sen~tor's 
argument, by the cost of production by convicts. 

Mr. GALLINGER. · Can the Senator indicate what propor
tion of the granite that is produced in this country is polished 
in penitentiaries? 

Mr. HUGHES. My information is that it is a very large 
proportion; but my information is not sufficiently accurate for 
me to venture a statement as to the proportion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator must be mistaken. 
Mr. HUGHES. I will promise to make an im·estigation :md 

state the result of it to the Senator in due time. I can not do 
it now. 

l\Ir. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, I move that the figures 
"25," in line 1, page 29, be stricken out and that "50" be 
inserted, that being the present rate. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, before that motion is put, I 
desire to submit a letter on this subject from the board of 
trade of the city of Quincy, which I should like to have read 
as part of my remarks. 

'l'he VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the Secre
tary will read as requested. 

'l'he Secretary read as follows: 
Q UINCY BOA.RD OF TRADE, 

. Quincy, Mass., May 18, 1913. 
Hon. JOHN w. WEEKS, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
l\fy DEAR MR. WEEKS : Realizing that any reduction in the duty on 

granite will be disastrous to our city, it was unanimously voted a t a 
meeting of the Quincy Board of Trade on l\fay 7 to urge upon the 
Government at Washington that every effort be made to prevent a re
duction of that duty. 

Upward of $2,000,000 is involved in the granite plants and industry 
in Quincy. We have 130 firms engaged in that business, employing 
1,600 workmen, with an average pay roll of $25,000 weekly. 

At the time that the duty on granite was only 30 per cent our stone
cutters were walking the streets with nothing to do and we earnestly 
hope that such a condition will not be repeated. ' 

Respectfully, 
· _Jorr,,~ 0. HALL, Secretary. 
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Mr. WEEKS. 1\Ir. President, it wm ·be noticed that as far as 1 l\Ir. SUD.IONS. I .am talking about the rate on the finished 

file character of the industry is concerned, that statement bears ; granite, the polished granite. 
out the statement which has been made by the Senator from : l\fr. GALLINGER. I think it is safe to say that when we 
,Vermont. An industry .employing a capital of $2,000,00-0 has transport a monument, for instance, from Concord, N. H., to 
connected with it "127 different firms, and they are all in active I Bosten, 100 miles, by Tail, we .pay a rate certainly .as large as 
competition with one another, so there is not anything re- ; the water rate from Scotland to "Boston. 
sembling in any sense a trust or a combina.tion in the industry. , :Ur. SIMl\fONS. . If you hav-e to import it from Scotland, it 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President-- com.es and is landed at Boston; and if then you want t,) send at 
1\Ir. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the . 1.00 miles 'inland you have to pay the .additional rail Tate, do 

.Senator one question ·before he takes his seat. If I heard cor- F<>U not, on the monument? 
rectly the reading of the document which was sent to the .Sec- Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator's pardon; I did not 
retar:y:'s desk, it said that when there was a. duty of 30 per quite understand him. 
cent upon granite the people .of that town were walking the .Mr. SIIDIONS. The Senator said the freight rate on a fin
streets without employment. What time does that refer to- ished monument from Boston 100 miles into the interior was 
the time when the Wilson bill was in effect? so much. 

.M:r. WEEKS. I suppose it refers to the time the Wilson law · .Mr. GALLING.ER. Yes. 
was in effect. I did not look it up. · Mr. SIMMONS. If that same monument was imported from 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Wilson bill duty is 30 per cent so I sup- ; Scotland, was landed at Boston, and was destined fo1· this point 
pose it refers to that; .. but I find that the importations 'under the 1.00 ~es from Boston., in addition to the ocean. transport8;tlon 
Wilson bill were only about $300,000 annually. It does not · .the :i.mporter would have to pay the transportation to the 1nte
seem as if importations of $300,000, with the enormous produc- rior, would he not? 
tion in this -countzy, would throw -everybody out of employ- Mr. GALLINGER. The f.oreign produd would be largely 
ment. : ,sCJld in -our lar.ge .cities and we would pay the land tra.nsporta-

Mr. WEEKS. Under tbe operation of the Wilson bill n.Obody · tion for 100 miles. lf ·w.e wanted to get to New York, we would 
·could buy monuments :anywhe'!'e; it did n0t make any difference ; have to pay the land transportation twG hundred and thirty-odd 
how cheap they were. : miles more by 1·a.il -0r ·else .by wat-er. So I think the matter of 

Mr. ·GALLINGER. It was too expensive to die then. transportation can not be urged a.s against the domestic product. 
M1·. ·srnM-ONS. That is the old gag that we have heard so · It :is a fa.ct that granite has been br-0ught to this country from 

frequently that it has lost its force and meaning to inteUigent Scotland in ballast, ·and if this violent 1.·eG.uction is mad.e I haTe 
:people---not meaning, of course, any reflection. no doubt that p11etty much all -0f .it will come here at a mte as 

I want to call the attention of the Senator also to the fact low as we can -get transportati-o~ .and that the trouble certain 
that according to the report of the Geological Survey ·on "The Senators have because we are manufacturing so much in tllis 
mineral resources of the United States" for the year 1911 there country will be solved -and Ameri.ean capital .and American labor 
·seem to hav-e been produced in the country 21,391,878 tons of will be wiped out, to a very ·Considerable extent, for the benefit 
<granite, ancl I find that under the present rate last y-ear there of the produc.eTs -0f gr.anite J.n Scotln.nd~ and to some extent in 
;was imported into this country only $140,000 worth ,o-f granite. Nova Scotia. 

The present rate would ·seem to be, speaking relatively, an Mr. WEEKS. l\fr. President, if the Senator from North Cnro--
·Rbsolutely p.rnhibiti;re rate. I 'hope the Senator i-s not contend- lina will look at the brief be has 'in his .ba.n-d--
mg for a prohib-itiv:e rate. I hope the Senator is not •contending Mr: SIMMONS. What brief does the Senator refer to? I d-0 
that we ought to have n. law with reference to this product of not know what brief he is talking about. 
bis State, which means that nobody on the outside is to be per- Mr. WEEKS. I ref-er to the only information the Fina.nee 
mitted to import any 'granite into this country. ·Committee has on the subject, and that is the brief filed by 

That is the present condition. That is practically what the the Granite ~Ianufacturers' Association of Quincy, Mass. The 
present law means. We are reducing the duty just one-half in Senator will find on the last page {}f th.at brief that the price 
'.the hope that it may bring about .some ·Competition. ·of Scotch OT Swedish granite, free on board the dock in Boston 

If the 'Senator ·wm pE!rmit me, I will ask him ·one other :and .New York tor various classes Qf monuments averages 
question. From whence <does the Senator f€a.r competition in something like '15 or 20 per cent less than the locdl price -0n 
this business? board the cars in Quincy, Mass., at this time. 

:Mr. WEEKS. r natura.JJ:y fear competition from the only For instance, in Exhibit A the foreign granite is $16 · the 
!()ther point where .granite which would eRter into competition Quincy granite on board the' cars is $20. In Exhibit B 

1

it is 
;with o.ur domestic product is mined and perfected, and that is in $24 as .against $26 · and so <>n .a.own through the list. 
Scotland. The fact is, Mr. PreSident, that I .am quite familiar Mr. SIMl\IONS. 'That is fi'om what point? 
with the figures which the Senator has read, and it does seem Mr. WEEKS. That is granite that is impoTted from either 
:as if there was relati~ely a prohibitive duty on .gra:aite. But .Sweden or Scotland in competition with Quiney granite. 
the figures which he read need some expl-anation, because a Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator is talkin"' about the rough 
-very large percentage of that gra:aite-quite likely 95 per granite, is he not that is brought over as b:llast'l 
cent; I do not know just how much--enters into the building Mr. WEEKS. 'r am talking about monuments. 
trade -and not into the trade that is in competition with this .Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator makes a mistake when he says 
trade at all. It ls not so much a quesUon r0f a duty on the that is the only brief I h:a:t"-e. The brief I .have in my hand iis 
iraw granite .as it is of a duty on the finished product, .although .a brief not filed with the E'inance Committee at all, but filed 
both involve a lMge pereent:age ef labor. with the Ways and 1\Ieans Committee. I will read part of it 

The main point, however, is just what has been so wen stated to the Sena.tor: 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM], that this 
-dnty is being reduced W per cent without any information 
whate-v-er being in the hands of the Finance Committee. There 
is no demand from anybody to reduce lit .oo per cent or 40 per 
cent ·of 25 per cent. It is possible that if the subject were 
investigated it might be demonstrated that a reduction of 1.0 
ur 15 or 20 per cent .might be made and increase foreign com
petition. There is ample domestic competition oow. But no 
mvestigation has been made. Simply an arbitrary reduction 'Of 
50 per cent has been made, and it may be seriously damaging 
to an important industry. 

Mr. SIMMONS. .Mr. PreSident, before the ·SenatoT tn.kes his 
'Seat I wish to ask film whether .he knows wha:t is the freight 
rate on granite coming from Scotland t-0 this eounn·y? 

Mr. WEEKS. · I have seen the figures, but I have not them 
r before me just -at this minute. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Does the Sen:itor :ask the transF!)rtation 
rate? 

:Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. 
Mr. GALLINGER. From Scotland? 
Mr. SIMMONS. Y.es. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Some of it has been brought in ballast, 

I will say to the Senator. 

Mr . BAN OLD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I nm not Mr. William M. 
Dodd. Mr. Dodd telegraphed me to represent him. 

The CHAIRMAK Give your name and a-ddress to the stenographer. 
Mr. HANOLD. My name is Frank .T. Hanold, of Townsend, Townsena 

& -Co., 453 West Twenty4irst Street, New York City. :r might also say 
that you have allotted me from 3AO t-0 3:50 p, m. on behalf of my own 
.firm. In what I have to say .as .representing the wholesale granite 
dealers I w.111 cover ·ground on bebalf of my own firm at the same tlme, 
·and lt wi.U be unnecessary to :give me tbat time thls afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN. What para.graph .a.re you interested in ii 
Mr. HANOLD. Paragraph 114.. 
'On behalf . ol' the National Wholesale 'Granite Dealers' As ociation, 

-comprising 18 firms engaged m the !business -of selling domestic .and im
ported granite monuments at wholesale, 1 respeCtfuUy recommend tbat 
section B, paragraph 114, cf tariff ,act of August 5, ·1909, be ameniled 
by reductng tlle tariff on mannfactm·ed granite menti-Oneil in said para
graph from 50 per cent ad valorem to 20 per cent ad val.orem. 

The ,presimt rate of 5Q per -cent -ad :valorem is prohibitive to that 
extent, that the cost of imported granite monuments is far in excess 
of the cost of tbe same article of domestic manufacture, so that the 
importati!Yil <>f ;;ranlte monuments bas -diminished, 'resulting not only 
in preventing tbe imported article reaching the e-0nsumer of moderate 
means, but must have resulted in deer.eased revenue to the Government. 

That seems to be the statement -of the representative of the 
national association, representing 18 firms engaged. in the manu
facture of ni-onuments i.u tills country. 

Mr- PAGE. Mr. President. I should like to call the attention 
of the Senator from North Carolina to another point that has 
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been omitted in the discussion of this matter. and that is where 
the larger part of the competition is likely to come from under 
this lower tariff. 

Like my colleague, I li\e in a section very near the granite 
quarries. l\Iy colleague lives in the vicinity of Barre and l\Iont
pelier, while I live near Hardwick and Woodbury. I am yery 
closely connected with the granite people there. When thi~ 
matter came up I asked them where they thought their hardest 
and keenest competition would come from. They said: "We 
think not, perhaps, from Scotland, but from Canada." I said 
to them: "What is there in Canada that you must compete 
with?" They said that on the border line between Vermont and 
Canada, at a place known as Beebe Plain, there was a yery 
extensi"ve quarry; that the same class of granite that we pro
duce in Vermont extends into the edge of Canada, and at Beebe 
Plain there is a very vigorous concern. In order the we might 
know more about that competition, I wrote and ascertained that 
the cost of labor there was $2.25 per day, and that the men were 
nonunion men and worked nine hours per day. In Vermont, 
as my colleague has said, eyerything is under the unions. 

l\Ir. SDI.MONS. Let me ask the Senator a question. Is the 
rate he has just given the wage paid to those who polish the 
stone, or is it the wage paid in the quarries? 

I ask the Senator that question because it seems to haYe been 
pretty well understood here, in the discussion we have had 
about the relative wage scale in Canada and in this country, 
that there is practically no difference. They are the same kind 
of people that we are. They live in a prosperous country, as 
we do. They have the same standard of living over there that 
we do, and the wage scale, as a rule, is the same over there. 
If it is not the same in this particular industry, then it would 
seem to be an exception ; and if there is a difference so near 
the border, if the difference were very great, the men would 
probably come across the line and work in the mines in the 
Senator's State, instead of working in the Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. PAGE. The Senator certainly has a false idea in regard 
to the scale of living in Canada and the scale of wages paid 
tilere. You can almost see the difference in the civilization as 
you go across the line from Vermont into Canada. The houses 
are poorer, the churches are fewer, the schools are poorer, the 
scale of living certainly is different. There is no question about 
that. The Senator ha only to travel there to recognize it. I 
live only about 35 miles from the line, and this quarry at 
Beebe Plain is probably 40 or 45 miles from my place. I have 
been there. Now, I will give the Senator my authority. 

i\Ir. SIMMONS. The Senator has not yet told me whether 
he was referring to the wages paid in the quarries or the wages 
paid to tile polishers. 

l\Ir. PAGE. I will read what I have here from Charles H. 
Wishart, secretary of the Granite Manufacturers' Association 
of Barre. He says : 

The quarry owners also employ nonunion help, and I understand a 
first-class quarryman gets 2.25 per day for 9 hours. 

Ile does say, in addition to that-I want to be perfectly fair 
aboi1t it-that they ad-rertise there to pay from 29 to 38 cents 
per hour in Canada. 

l\Ir. SrnHlONS. That was the wage paid in the quarries in 
Canada. The Senator gave us a little while ago not the wage 
paid in tile quarries in this country, but, as I understood, the 
wage paid to the polishers that polish the monuments. Now, 
can the Senator tell us the wage paid in the quarries in his 
State? 

Ur. PAGE. l\Iy cone.ague has taken up the question largely 
of monumental work, but I want to address myself to the par
ticular fact that the wages in this country were certainly more 
than 25 per cent in Barre than just across the line, on the Bos
ton & Maine road, the same road in which these quarries are 
pretty much all situated in Vermont, and that in addition to the 
one hour of extra service per day they are not under union 
rule; and he says that when a man breaks a piece of granite 
there in that quarry he is compelled to pay for it. They ha"\"e 
to ha Ye a great deal better scale in all the details for a union 
worker on tilis side of the line than they have for a union 
worker on the other side. 

Now, speaking with reference to the polished granite, I want 
to ask the Senator--

Mr. SU.IhlOi:~s. Let me ask what are the wages paid in the 
quarries in Vermont? 

i\Ir. PAGE. The minimum wage in Vermont is $3.25. 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. In the quarries? 
l\Ir. PAGE. The granite cutters in Barre, Vt., have a mm1-

mum wage rate of $3.25 per day, although many are paid as 
high as $5 per day. 

l\lr. SIMMONS. I am talking about the quarries. I was 
trying to get the rate paid in Canada and the rate paid here. 

Ur. PAGE. I want to say that as between .the wages in Ver
mont and the wages in Canada I am assured that the wages in 
Vermont are at least 25 per cent higher than they are just 
across the J.iue in Canada. 

Mr. SIM~IONS. If that be so, the 25 per cent allowed in this 
bill would amply cover the difference between the rates paicl 
here and in Canada. 

l\fr. PAGE. But I should like to he.'lr what the Senator says 
when he takes the bill and reduces the duty from 10 cents a 
cubic foot to 3 cents. Is there any other schedule that is re
duced in that way? Why do you go to Vermont to select out 
that industry? 

l\Ir. SI1'lli0NS. I thought the Senator was talking about 
monuments, and that rate is reduced from 00 per cent to 25 per 
cent. 

.M1·. PA.GE. I U!lderstand, Ur. President, that the rate on fin
ished granite is as stated by the Senator; but I should like to 
ask why, because it ,an co~es lmder the same schedule, they 
ha-re taken Vermont s leading product and reduced the duty 
from 10 cents to 3 cents per cubic foot in the last part of para
graph 101. 

Mr. SHDlO .... ~s. Let u see about that. The rate on monu
ments, not dres ed, hewn, or polished granite, is 10 cents now. 
In 1911 the entire importation into this country amounteLl to 
only $3,1 5. It was almost prohibitiYe, almost to the point of 
absolute exclusion. 

Mr. PAGE. I want to speak with the Senator with very 
great candor about that, because I have taken this question up 
with our people at Hardwick, who make very largely bnildinO' 
stone. The Hardwick Granite Co. furni heel the stone for th: 
·nion Station here. They are now furnishing the stone for the 

new post-office building here. They say to me tilat when there 
is actiye busine s everywhere the Canadian quarries are occu
pied in the manufactme of goods for their own market and the 
Americans have tile American market; but the moment there is 
any dullness in trade the Canadians can manufacture this stock, 
the rate on which you hnye reduced from 10 cents to 3 cents 
per foot, so as to drfre them out of the market in spite of all 
they .can do. They may be wrong about it, but they tell me 
that rn all candor, and I believe that they belieye what they say. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. Let me call the Senator's attention to a 
fact. He says when there is a dull time the importations are 
-rery great. I have understood the Senator and his collea"ues 
on ~he .othe1: side as c~ntending that there was not great ;ros
penty. m this country m 1 96. At that time, when there were 
~ull tii;nes according to your contention, there were imported 
mto thi'"' country_ under the Wilson rate only 65,000 cubic feet, 
rnlued at only $21,000. 

Mr. PAGE. But the Senator has not understood my question. 
Why has he selected this Vermont industry, and whereas you 
make an. a:erage reduction of only 27.4 per cent, why ha~e you 
taken this mdustry and made a reduction of 70 per cent? 

Mr. SIMl\IO:N'S. The Senator will find, if he will follow these 
schedules and paragraphs, innumerable instance where w ha-.e 
found a situation like this. In cases where there were no im
portations we have made reductions of 66~ and 70 and O per 
cent. This is not an exception at .all. 

l\Ir. PAGE. Can the Senator name to me any indu try as 
large as the granite industry, certainly as large as that industry 
is in proportion to the other industries of Vermont, where any 
sucll reduction as 70 per cent has been made? 

l\Ir. DILLINGHAM. And an industry where 80 per cent of 
the production is labor. 

Mr. SI~Il\lO:NS. On the articles we were discussing yester
day, pumice stone and other things, the reduction was as much 
as that. A large part of this granite is building material. It 
is not used altogether for monuments; it is a building material. 
The Senator has just said that the magnificent station down 
here was built out of granite from his State. Tbe use of that 
is as a building material, and an · through this bill where an 
article was used- for building purposes and purpo es of that 
character we have been not simply reducing duties, but we have 
been putting them on the free list. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator from North Carolina 
think it would have been desirable that the Union Station 
should have been built of Scotch granite? 
· Mr. SIMMONS. No; and I think we only imported last year 

about $30,000 worth of Scotch granite. It would take about a 
hundred years at that rate to get enough here to build the 
Union Station. 

.Mr. GALLINGER. But if you reduce· the duty one-half and 
open our markets to all the countries of the world--

Mr. SIMMONS. You can put this article on the free list and 
there will be practically no importations. 
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~Ir. GALLINGER. I challenge the Senator to furnish the 

least scintilla of proof of that assertion. 
::Ur. SI::Ul\IOXS. There are a great many hea-ry articles like 

thi put on the free list, and there will not be any great in
crease in the importations. 

:Mr. G.ALLDWER. If that be so, is it wise to disturb the 
present rate? If putting it on tlle free list is not going to 
do any good, let the present rate remain. It will not do any 
harm. 

)fr. SI:llMO.i. TS. There will be some little importations, and 
we will get some little revenue from it. 

l\lr. P..iGE. The Senator referred to the Vermont granite 
which appears in the Union Station here. We are Yery proud 
of our granite in Vermont. There is probably nathing in the 
world that equals tlle Betllel white which bas gone into the 
construction of the post-office building here. I am Yery glad 
that bas been referred to. When rve commenced a few years 
ago we were down near the bottom of the list in regard to the 
production of granite. I think it was only as few years back 
as 1907 when we stood third or 'fourth in the list of granite
produciug States. About 1910 we reached the second place, 
and in 1911 or 1D12 we took the first place, and I think, per
haps, we are leading eYen more than formerly in the proportion 
of grauite which we produce. We are Yery proud of it. 

But I want to say when _you take this industry, which is 
one of our leading industries, and reduce the duty 70 per cent
from 10 cents per foot to 3 cents per foot-I think you are doing 
us a great wrong. 

Mr. DILLINGHAl"\I. l\1r. President, I think this debate has 
sened to distract attention from the proyision in the first por
tion of paragraph 101. In what I had to say in opening I 
addressed myself to that portion of the paragraph which pro
vides that-

Freestone, granite, sandstone. limestone, la>a, and all other stone 
suitable for use as monumental or building stone, except marble, 
urcccia and onyx, not specially provided for in this section, hewn. 
dressed, or polished, or otherwise manufactured, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Granite such as that which is being employed in the con
sh·uction of the new post-office building comes in blocks, and 
that is what my colleague [Mr. PA.GE] probably refers to as being 
wmpetiti"rn, in that it can be produced in Canada and be made 
nn1ilable from that source. But when we come to monumental 
T1ork the stone that goes into that work here comes mainly from 
Scotland. I want it distinctly known that when you have re
ducecl the rate ad yalorem from 50 per cent to 25 per cent, 80 
per cent of the production being labor, you haYe put the labor of 
the Vermont cutter upon a ba is where it is in danger and where 
it must necessarily be reduced if this rate is adopted. 

The question of competition was suggested by the junior 
Senator from 1\fassachu etts [Mr. WEEKS], the competition 
wb.ich comes through the men who want to import it. If you 
go into a Massachusetts or a Vermont community and see how 
the business is done, you will find a large number of individual 
cutters, men who ha-ve come right out from the ranks of work
men. They are Scotch, . Italians, and Americans. They are 
men of individual character and initiative. They have started 
littll') industries and they get their work through the New York 
firms. Competition between them is extreme. It is that pranch 
of the industry, and conducted in that way, that you are at
tacking in this measure. It is not a Yery large corporation or 
any combination of capital, but it is the small manufacturer. 

Now, Mr. President, I withdraw the amendment that I offered, 
if I may be permitted to do so, and I will offer an amendment 
co-vering both passages in the paragraph. 

The VICE PRESIDE:XT. The Senator from Vermont with
draws his prior amendment and submits an amendment, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRET.A.RY. On page 28 strike out paragraph numbered 
101 and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

101. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and all other monu
mental or building stone, except marble, breccia, and onyx, not spe
cially provided for in thls section, bewn, dressed, or polished, or other
wi ·e manufactured, 50 p~r cent ad valorem; unmanufactured, or not 
dressed, hewn, or polished, 10 cents per cubic foot. 

Mr. STONE. That is the present law. 
)Jr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to say only a single 

word about one point that was made by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS]. I am aware that it is a waste 
of time to go into the question of labor cost. The differences of 
cost were not considered by the committee in making up these 
duties. They frankly put them aside. I admit that to con
sider comparatiye labor costs in production here and abroad is 
n difficuJt and complicat~cl thing to do. It is much simpler to 
look at the amount of importations of last year of a given arti-

. cle, which only requires ability to read the statistical returns, 
and say, "Why, there is a great deal or there is very little. 

If very little, the duty is prohibitory, and we will cut the rate 
down; and if there is a great deal we will cut it so much." 
That system has much that can be said for it. It is a simple 
and a labor-sa Ying system. · 

But when tlle Senator from Korth Carolina characte1izes the 
statement made by the secretary of the Quincy Boanl of Trade 
that the workmen in the Quincy quarries and granite shops 
were walking the streets when the duty was low, at 30 per cent, 
as an old gag, that may be one way of disposing of it. 

Ur. SIMMONS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from l\Iassachn

setts yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. I wish to withdraw that word. I regretted 

it the minute I used it. -I did not desire to do such a thing. 
Mr. LODGE. I am obliged to the Senator. I only wanted to 

say in regard to that that whatever the cause at that time, the 
period when those rates of duties were in force was a period of 
Yery great industrial depression in my State as in others. '.rhe 
Quincy granite workers, like the workers in the woolen mills 
an:l all other industries, were largely unemployed; many stone
cutters' yards were closed; there was a great deal of distress. 

Of course, the importation of $300,000 worth of granite did not 
throw the Quincy workmen out of employment. There would 
have been a great deal more granite imported if anybody had 
had any money to spend on monuments. But when people are 
in distress and there is grave doubt as to where they are to get 
money to buy food they have a tendency to save on monuments. 
That is not one .of the necessaries of life that they think of 
buying first. The business fell off, of course, when the com
munity was in distress, and work was scarce, and people were 
economizing in every direction. The monument industry was 
one of the first to feel it, because, I will not say luxuries of that 
kind, but things of that kind are the first that people attempt 
to economize on. The result, of course, of this economizing in 
monuments was to produce great distress among the granite 
workers of Quincy and, I have no doubt, of Concord and of 
Vermont. The amount of imported granite did not increase Yery 
much; relatively to the total production of the United States 
it was a smaH amount. 

The place where the competition would come with severity if 
this great reduction is made would, of course, be along the coast. 
I have no idea that Scotch granite will compete seriously with 
the granite which tlle Senator from New Jersey has told us is 
polished by comict labor in Indiana. I do not belie-ve they will 
need fear any competition from the Scotch yards, but on the 
coast of New England, on the coast of New York, the great market 
of New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and all along this coast, 
which is densely populated, and where there is a very large 
market for articles of that description, owing to the density of 
population and also as a distributing point, of course the compe
tition will be immediate and direct, because the ocean rates are 
extremely low, and a good deal is brought in ballast, as the 
Senator from New Hampshire said. Some years ago I had 
occasion in a tariff discussion to look into this matter with some 
care, as we have very large granite quarries in Quincy, and I 
found that the ocean rates on granite were almost negligible 
when it came to the question of competition. 

The indush·y which is thus exposed to competition has been 
described so thoroughly and well by the Sena tors from Ver
mont, my colleague, and others who have taken part in the 
debate that it is not necessary for me to go into it. But I wish 
to emphasize the fact that the granite industry, in New Eng
land at least, is carried on by innumerable small manufac
turers. There are some corporations, but comparatively few. 
They are men who come up, as the Senator from Vermont [l\Ir. 
DILLINGHA.M] says, who have a small business, and competition 
is intense. They work entirely on the union scale of wages. 
The whole industry is unionized, from the men who take it out 
of the quarry up to the men who do the last work in carving and 
polishing the monument, who are a very highly paid class of 
labor. I know of scarcely any article in this entire tariff bill 
in the production of which American labor is brought so di
rectly in competition with foreign labor. The margin of profit 
is extremely small and the wages are high. I think that should 
be considered in fix.ing the rate of duty on this particular 
article. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] . 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I offer the amendment which I send to 

the desk, and I desire to say a few words in reference to it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 28 it is proposed to strike out para
graph 101 and to insert in lieu thereof the following : 

101. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and all other monu
mental or building stone, except marble, breccta, and onyx, not specially 
provided for in this section. hewn, dressed, or polished, or otherwise 
manufactured, 40 per cent ad valorem; unmanufactured, or not dressed, 
hewn, or polished, 8 cents per cubic foot. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that is a proposed reduc
tion of 20 per cent from the present law, and as a matter of 
justice to this industry it is all the reduction that ought to be 
made. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS] has called 
attention to the fact that the Wilson law had a duty of 30 per 
cent on this article, and that under that there were no impor
tations. That is true. During that period, whatever the cause 
may have been, the people were asking for bread and they were 
not willin" to accept a stone, and especially a foreign stone, as 
a substitute. The people then did not purchase foreign granite 
nor did they purchase domestic granite to any very considerable 
extent 

Mr. President, this is an industry, as has so well been said 
by others, that is subject to the keenest possible domestic com
petition. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from New Hampshire over
looks the fact that the American people did then buy several 
times as much as they did last year under the Payne-Aldrich 
law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not quite understand the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. SIM.MONS. I said that the Senator from New Hamp
shire o\"erlooked the fact that under the Wilson law the people 
of this country did import from abroad more than twice as 
much as they did last year under the high rates of the Payne
Aldrich law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; undoubtedly; because they had a 30 
per cent duty. Now, if you give them a 25 per cent duty they 
will import still more, which will put .out of work American 
artisans and reduce the production of American granite. If you 
make the rate 20 per cent, you will put out of employment more 
American workmen, if that is what you want to do. All you 
have to do is to reduce the duty still further, and you will 
accomplish your result beyond peradventure. 

Ur. Sil\llfONS. What the Senator from New Hampshire 
wants to do is to make it impossible for any granite to be 
brought in here, and what we want to do is to make it possible 
for some to be brought in. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from New Hampshire does 
not propose anything of the ldnd, and yet the Senator from New 
Hampshire will suy that it ne'°er disturbs him when American 
artisans are employed and when American manufacturers, who 
have invested capital, are getting a fair return upon it. 

I r~peat, there is the keenest possible competition in the pro
duction of granite. Some years ago Mr. Batterson, of Hartford, 
came into my own State and invested a quarter of a million 
dollars in a plant for the manufacture of granite. Bids were 
asked for the Congressional Library in Washington. Citizens 
of the State of Maine wanted the contract; citizens of the State 
of Vermont wanted it; citizens of the State of Massachusetts 
wanted it; citizens of the State of New Hampshire wanted it; 
and l\Ir. Batterson, desiring to erect that great building of Con
cord granite, which is certainly as good granite as there is in 
the world, made a bid which was accepted and which resulted 
in a loss to him when he con~tructed that building. When it was 
decided to build the lower story of the Senate Office Building of 
granite l\fr. Batterson's son, who had succeeded to the business, 
made a bid for the granite which did not net him a single dollar 
of profit, to my knowledge. He did it for the reason that citi
zens of l\Iassachusetts, of ' ermont, of l\Iaine, and possibly of 
other States were competing for that work. 

I say to Senators on the other side of the Chq.mber that this 
is an exceptional item in this bill. There is 80 per cent of labor 
in every cubic yard -0f granite that goes into a building or into 
a monument. It is not fair offhand to reduce this duty 50 per 
cent. It will undoubtedly result in tremendous foreign importa
tions; it will undoubtedly result in placing the granite manu
facturers of this country in an attitude where they will either 
have to curtail their production or reduce the wages of their 
operatives, which will be wry difficult to .do, because the labor 
unions absolutely control the wages in that great industry. 

Mr. President, I now offer an amendment that propo es to 
reduce the duty 20 per cent. It is a fair reduction; it is a large 
reduction; but I am l:opeful that the industry can stand that , 
reduction; at least I am quite willing that it shall be tested. I 
think our Democratic friends ought not to resist this amendment, 
because it proposes as large a reduction by and large as has been 
made in the bill which is now under consideratio~ I shall 

have to ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment, because 
I am indulging the faint hope that it may pravuil, and that the 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber may see that it is a. 
proposition that is fair, and that they ought not to strike what 
I consider will be practically a deathblow at an industry so 
important to at least four New England States, and which, in 
my judgment, will be \"ery seriously affected if the duty pro
posed in this bill becomes a law. 

The proposition is a just one, a fair one, a generous one; and 
while I know that our Democratic friends hesitate to change 
any rate that they have reported in the bill, y<>t there are times 
when justice and fairness require that we shall yield our opin
ions and our convictions, wheD: facts are presented such as we 
have endeavored to present in connection with this item. '!'hat 
is all I care to say about it. 

Mr. STONE. l\1r. President, the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] speaks somewhat :flippantly and disparagingly 
of the action of the House committee and of the Senate com
mittee by saying that they just offhand adopted this rate. I 
hardly think the Senator is justmed in that statement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, I said that for the 
reason that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] had 
stated that the literature on the subject does not shOW\ that the 
matter was gone into by either of the committees thoroughly or 
carefully. The Senator from Missouri will understand that I 
did not mean to impute any motive to those who have the bill 
in charge on the other side that they purposely dtl the wrong 
thing. I did not mean that at all; but I meant to imply that 
they had not gone into this matter with as much care and thor
oughness, investigating the difference in the labor cost between 
this and -other countries and the proportion of labor which is 
found in manufactured granite, as they might have done. 

Mr. STONE. I did not understand the Senator as trying to 
be offensive at all, but rather as indicting the Democratic side, 
as be has now explained, for lack of proper attention to the 
details. 

Mr. President, I have just a word or two to say in response. 
One manufacturer at least came before the Senate committee 
and filed a brief. He was opposed to any reduction of the rate 
whatever and undertook to show that it would endanger the 
industry. The senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGIIAM:] 
read from a brief filed before the Ways and Means Committee 
by, I think he said, 17 men who were engaged in selling fo1· 
monumental purposes marble and granite of American produc
tion and probably of European production, and that they were 
interested in getting a lower rate of duty so that they might 
avail themselves in some way of the foreign production in their 
business. Those 17 men are in a sen e the agents of the pur
chasers: 

Mr. SIMMONS. Seventeen firms. 
Mr. STONE. Well, the 17 firms are in a sen e the agents of 

· the purchasers, because they are the users of the productions of 
the quarries of New England and elsewhere in the country. 
These matters, I am sure, were considered by the Ways and 
Means Committee when they fixed tlult rate; but here stands 
the one great insurmountable and indisputable !act, that under 
the rate of 50 per cent ad yalorem, or about that, practically 
no imports of this commodity have been brought into the coun
try, and the domestic producers have an .absolute monopoly of 
the business. The rates imposed, plus the freight charges, ha\"e 
been prohibitive. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that, in the face of these facts 
and in this situation, the committee was well warranted in s::iy
ing this industry could not be injured by cutting the duty in 
two. Of course, no one wishes to injure a great industry in 
this country, and particularly in New England, but I believe 
that we ought to -Oeal justly with the people who are purchn - . 
ing marble, granite, and other kinds of stone, not only to build 
monuments over their dead, but for purposes of construction 
and in the industrial employment of the N.ation. 

I think the amendment ought not to be .agreed to and that the 
House rate should stand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator, Mr. President, if 
he does not think that a reduction of 20 per cent is likely to 
produce a sufficient influx of foreign granite? How large a pro
portion of the domestic production does the Senator want 
wiped out for the benefit of Scotland or any other country? 

Mr. STONE. I do not want to wipe out anything. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Well, it must necessarily do that if the 

foreign granites come in h~re as a matter of inundation under 
this very low rate. 

l\Ir. STONE. Mr. President, as to how much wm come I do 
not know, and neither does the Senator from New Hampshire 
know, nor does any other Senatoq but I should think that if 
a fairly good proportion of the consumption of this country 
came from abroad it would not destroy our industry. 
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l\Ir. GALLI~GER. But that will mean that a fairly good 

proportion of the men who are now employed will be dismissed 
and will have no employment. 

~Ir. STONE. I do not belieYe that. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. Well, l\Ir. President, I ask for the yeas 

and nay . 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. STONE. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hamp

shire what is the price per cubic foot for granite? 
Ur. GALLINGER. I am unable to answer that question, l\Ir. 

President. 
l\lr. STONE. Can either of the Vermont Senators answer it? 
Mr. PAGE. It is about 50 cents in Vermont. 
l\Ir. STONE. Fifty cents per cubic foot at the quarry. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It would seem to me, Mr. President, that 

the majority members of the Finance Committee ought to be 
able to answer that, if they have investigated the matter. 

l\Ir. STONE. But the Senator is criticizing what the com
mittee did, and I am asking now upon what basis of information 
the criticism is made. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. Then I will ask the Senator if it would 
make any difference what the price per cubic foot is so far as 
the rate of duty is concerned? 

Mr. STONE. Well, what is the foreign price? 
Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know that. What difference 

does that make, so far as ·the rate of duty is concerned? _ 
1\Ir. SIMMONS. I will state to the Senator that the unit 

price per cubic foot is 44 cents. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Is that the foreign value? 
Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; that is the foreign value. 
Mr. STONE. Forty-four cents is the foreign price. The 

Senator from Vermont [Mr. PAGE] says it is 50 cents in Ver
mont. There is a very small difference in percentage between 
44 cents and 50 cents. 

Mr. OWEN. The freight would cover that. 
Mr. STONE. As the Senator from Oklahoma says, the freight 

would cover that, to say nothing of the 25 per cent ad valorem 
duty. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. We do not admit that there is any dif
ference in the freight rate. I think it is in favor of the for
eigner rather than in favor of the domestic producer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
Mr. JAMES. What is the question, Mr. President? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BANKHEAD (when his name was called) . I transfer 

my pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. GoFF] 
to the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr. SMITII] and vote 
"nay." 

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. JACKSON] to 
the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] and 
will vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called) . I announce 
my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. If he 
were present, I should vote "nay." As it is, I will withhold my 
Yote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called) . I have a gen
eral pair with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. O'GoR
MAN], whom I do not see in the Chamber. I will transfer that 
pair to the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH] and will 
vote. I vote "yea." 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan (when his name was called) . I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. I 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
STEPHENSON] and will vote. I vote "yea." 

l\Ir. THOMAS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. RoOT] . . In his 
absence I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to announce that my col

league [Mr. WARREN] is unavoidably absent from the Chamber 
on public business and that he is paired with the Senator from 
Florida [l\Ir. FLETCHER] . 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas (after having voted in the nega
tive). I ask if the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN] 
has voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that he has 
not. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I have a pair with the junior 
Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] . In his absence I trans
fer that pair to the junior Senator from Nevada [l\Ir. PITTMAN J 
and will let my vote stand. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have a pair with the junior Senator 
from R hode I sland [Mr. CoLT] , which I transfer to the Senator 
from OkJahom;i [l\fr. GORE] and will vote. I vote "nay." 

1\Ir. OVERMA.i~. I inquire if the senior Senator from Cali
fornia [Mr. PERKINS] has voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that h e 
has not. 

1\Ir. OVER:\IAN. I have a general pair with that Senator. 
In his absence I withhold my vote. If he were present and 
I were at liberty to vote, I should vote " nay." 

l\Ir. THORNTON. I wish to announce the unavoidable ab
sence of the junior Senator from New York [Mr. O'GoRM.A:'if]. 

l\fr. GRO::NNA. I desire to announce that my colleague [l\Ir. 
l\IcCuMBER] is necessarily absent on account of serious illness 
in his family. 

The result was announced-yeas 27, nays 41, as follows : 

Borah 
Bradley 
Brady 
Brandegee 
Bris tow 
Burton 
Catron 

.Ashurst 
Bacon 
Bankhead 
Bryan 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 
Clarke, Ark. 
Hitchcock 
Hollis 
Hughes 
James 

YEAS-27. 
Clark, Wyo. 
Cummins 
Dillingham 
Gallinger 
Gronna 
Jones 
Kenyon 

Lippitt 
Lodge 
1\fcLean 
Nelson 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 

N.A.YS-41. 
Johnson, Me. 
Johnston, Ala. 
Kern 
La Follette 
Lane 
Lea 
Lewis 
Martin. Va. 
Martine, N . J. 
Myers 
Owen 

Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Robinson 
Saulsbury 
Sha fro t h 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith. Md. 

NOT VOTING-28. 

Smith. Mich. 
Smoot 
Sterling 
Townsend 
Weeks 
Works 

Smith, S. C. 
Stone 
Swanson 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Vardaman 
Wal h 
Williams 

Burleigh Fletcher O'Gorman Sherman 
Clapp Goff Overman Smith, Ariz. 
Colt Gore Perkins Stephenson 
Crawford Jackson Pittman Sutherland 
Culberson Mccumber Poindexter Thomas -
du Pont Newlands Reed Tillman 
Fall Norris Root Warren 

So Mr. GALLINGER's amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this is a matter of ex

treme regret to me. I give notice that when the bill is in the 
Senate I shall offer an amendment to this paragraph, hoping 
that in the meantime my Democratic friends will look into this 
matter very carefully and see if they are not really making a 
reduction altogether too violent in the case of this American 
product. 

l\lr. President, I now ask for the yeas and nays on the para
graph itself. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, before the yeas and nays are 
taken I should like to say just one word as to the phraseology. 
I want to call the attention of the Senator who has this portion 
of the bill in charge to the wording of the paragraph itself. 
Then I ask him to turn to paragraph 616, the paragraph under 
the free list. 

In paragraph 101 "freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone," 
and so forth, " unmanufactured, or not dressed, hewn, or pol
ished," are dutiable at 3 cents per cubic foot. Now, if the Sena
tor will turn to paragraph 616 of the bill-~ 

l\Ir. TOWNSEND. The same bill? 
Mr. SMOOT. The same bill- he will find that the words 

"freestone, granite, and sandstone" are included in that para
graph, and are not included in the present law. They are made 
free under paragraph 616. · 

Does not the Sena tor think there is a conflict there? The 
bill says "cliff stone," and then it adds u freestone, granite, 
sa ndstone," and they are on the free list under that paragraph, 
whereas under paragraph 101 it says " unmanufactured, * * * 
3 cents per cubic foot." · 

I wish to say that in paragraph 101 the bill refers to "free
stone, granite, sandstone * * * suitable for use as monu
mental or building stone." I n the free paragraph it uses the 
words "not suitable for use as monumental or building stone." 
I desire to ask the Senator, if it was unmanufactured, under 
paragraph 616, coming in free, how would it be known whether 
or not it was suitable for monumental stone? 

Mr. STONE. One Senator suggests one thing to me and one 
another. That the general appearance of the stone would de
termine the matter is one answer. Another is that the common 
sense of the appraisers in looking at it would determine whether 
or not it was fit for such use. 

Another thing, Mr. President. I think the criticism is hardly 
wa r ranted--

Mr. SMOOT. I was asking the Senator for bis opinion on 
that matter. I do not offer it as a criticism. I ask the Senator 
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1 because it seems to be left in such a position that it would have 
to be judged as to whether -or not the stone was suita:ble for 
monumental stone. 

Mr. ·STONE. I think we ~a.n very well leave it as it is. 
l\fr. BURTON. Mr. President, may I ask what paragraph of 

the free list that is? 
Mr. Sl\fOOT. Six hundred and sixteen. 
Mr. GALLINGER. i\Ir. Pr.e ident, I ask for the yeas and 

nays on the paragraph. 
The VICE PRESIDE~"'T. The Chair will ask the Senator · 

from New Hamp hire to inform the Chair as to the right, in 
reading the bill in Committee -of the Whole, to call for the yeas 
and nays on an unamended paragraph. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it seems to me that if the 
demand is made a vote should be had on a contested. paragraph, . 
and that it is entirely proper to ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I think that 
would not be according to the usual practice; but I suggest that 
the Senator would accomplish the same purpose by moving to 
strike out the paragraph. That would result in getting a vote . 
on it. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. I am inclined to think the Senator from 
Georgia is right in the suggestion. I adopt it, and move to 
strike out the paragraph, on which I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secreta1·y proceeded 
to call the :roll. 

.Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called) . . I make the 
same announcement as on the last vote. 

l\Ir. CLARKE of Arkansas (when his name was called). I 
have a pair with the juni-0r Senator fr"°m Utah [Mr. SUTHER
LAND]. As I see he is not present, I will withhold my vote. 

1\fr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I again an
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming [l\Ir. 
,WA.BREN]. As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MYERS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Connecticut [l\fr . . McLEAN]. As he is 
not present, I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. THORNTON (when Mr. O'GoRMAN's name was called). 
I again announce the unavoidable absence of the junior Senator 
from New York .[Mr. O"GORMAN]. I ask that this announce
ment may stand 'for the day. 

l\fr. OVERMAN (when his name was ealled). I .have a gen
.er.al pair with the enior Senato,r from California [Mr. PER
KINS]. As he is absent, I withhold my vote. If at liberty to 
vote, I :should vote ~·nay." 

Mr~ .sAULSBURY (when his name was called). I .transfer 
my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ·COLT] 
to .the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. GORE] and will vote. 
I vote "nay.". · 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan (when his name was called). I · 
.again announce my pair with the junior Senator from Missonti 
{Mr . .REED] and withhold my vote. 

.MI:. THOMAS (when his name was called) I have a pail· 
with the senior Senator from New York [~fr. RooT], and there
fore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was -concluded. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I transfor my pair with the senior Senator 

from Califurnia [Mr. PERKINS] to the junior Senator from 
Tennessee [l\fr. SHIELDS] and will vote. I vote "nay/' 

The result was announced-yeas 12, nays 52, .as follows: 

Eradley 
Brady 
Brandegee 

Ashurst 
Bacon 
Borah 
Bri tow 
Bryan 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 
Cruwford 
Cummins 
Dillingham 
Gronna 
Hitchcock 
Hollis 

Bankhead 
Burleigh 
Clapp 
.Clarke, Ark. 
Colt 
Culberson 
du Pont 
Fall 

Burton 
Catron 
Clark, Wyo. 

YEAS-12. 
Hallinger 
Lippitt 
Lodge 

NAYS-52. 
Hughes Nelson. 
James Overman 
Johnson, Me. Owen 
Johnston, Ala. Page 
Jones Pittman 
Kenyon Pomerene 
Kern Ransdell 
La Follette Robinson 
Lane Saulsbury 
Lea Shafroth 
Lewis Sheppard 
MaTtin, Va. Shively 
Martine, N. J. Simmons 

NOT VOTING-32. 
Fletcher 
Goff 
Gore 
Jackson 
Mccumber 
McLean 
M§'erS 
New lands 

Norris 
O'Gorman 
Perkins 
Poindexter 
Reed 
Root 
Sherman 
Shields 

So 1\11'. GALLINGER's motion was rejected. 

Oliver 
Penrose 
Smoot 

Smith, .Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
'Smith, S. C. 
Sterling 
S.to:ne 
Swanson 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Townsend 
Vardaman 
Walsh 
Williams 

Smith, Mich. 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Thomas 
Tillman 
Warren 
Weeks 
Works 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. PresMent, I offer the following 
1llllendment to -paragraph 101 : 

In line 1, page 29, strike out " 25 " and insert " .35" ; in line 
2, page 29, strike out "3" .and insert "6." 

Mr. President, as it i now the time f-Or .adjournment, I trust 
that this amendment will go over, to be considered to-morrow. 
I want Senators to dwell upon this matter and a k themselves 
seriously th~ que ti-0n whether the reduction that I now propose 
is not a fair reduction. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator if 
he will not permit the remaining two paragraphs of the sched
nle, which are very short, to be read? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no -0bjection. 
Mr. SIMMONS. If there 1s any objection to them, they will 

go over. I think there will be no objection to them, the..y can 
be read, .and we will finish the reading of the schedule to-night. 

1\fr. GALLINGER. I have no objection, except I wish para-
graph 101 to go over with my amendment pending. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows : 
102. Grindstones, finished or unfinished, $1.50 per ton. 
Mr. GRO:NNA. 1: should like to be heard briefly <>n this para

graph. I prefer to have it go over. 
l\fr. JAMES. We will take it up to-moTrow~ 
Mr . .SilIMONS. Let it go over. Let the ;Secretary read the 

next paragraph, and we will see if there is any objection to that. 
The next -paragraJlh was read, as follows : 
103. Slates, slate chimney pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, roofing 

slates, and all other manufactures o! slate. not specially prov:iaed for 
in this section, 10 per cent ad 'Valorem. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

.Mr. SIMMONS. I move that the Senate _proceed to the con
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
ex.ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, July 31, 1.913, at 1.2 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 
EaJecutive nominations fleOei1ied -Oy tke ,Sena.te July 30, 1913. 

.APPOINTMENT IN THE .A:RYY • 

'CO.RPS OF .ENGINEERS. 

'CoL William T. Rossell, Corps '()f Engineers, to be Chief of 
Engineers, with the rank of brigadier general, from August 12, 
1913, vice Brig. Gen. William ill. Bixby,, Chief of Engineers, to 
be retired from .active service. 

PROMOTIONS A.ND APPOIN!l'.MEN'l'S "IN 'THE NAVY. 

Capt. Henry ·T. Mayo to be .a. rear admiral m the avy from 
the 15th day of June, 1913. 

Commander Henry F. Bryan to be a ca:ptain in the Navy from 
the 1st rlay of Jnly 1913. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 6th day of June, 1913: 

Alexander 1\1. Charlton, 
Archer 1. R. Allen, 
Paul E. Speicher, 
Andrew D. Denney, 
.James C. Van de Carr, 
l\Ia mice :R. Pierce, 
William 1t. Purnell, 
James D. Smith, and 
Guy C. Barnes. 
.John D. Lane, .a citizen of Vermont, to be an assistant surgeon 

'in the Medical Reserwe Corps of the Navy from the 21 t day of 
July, 1913. 

The following-named citizens to be assistant urgeons in the 
Medical Reserve Oorps of the Navy from the 23d day of July, 
1913: 

Thomas B. Holloway, a citizen of Pennsylvania, :and 
Louis Lehrfeld, a citizen of Pennsylvania.. 
First Lieut. Lauren S. Willis to be a captain in the l\la.rine 

Corps from the 6th day of l\Iay, 1913. 
POSTMASTERS. 

ALABAMA. 

0, E. Brooks to be postmaster at Fort Deposit, Ala., in place 
of William S. Smith, resigned. 

Clifford T . Harris to be postmaster a.t Columbia, Ala..., in place 
of Henry J. Godfrey, resigned. 
W~ G. Porter to be postmaster :at Heflin, .Ala., in place of 

John W. Kitchens. Incumbent's commission expires August 
5, 1913. 
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ARKANSAS. 

John F. Hunt to be postma-ster at Mammoth Spring, Ark., in 
place of Bryant W. Ford, resigned. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Norman P. Oormack to be postmaster at Waseo, Oal. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1913. 

Frederi-c S. Harrison to be postmaster at Patterson, Cal. Office 
became presidential January 1., 1913. . 

William K. McFarland to be postmaster at Jackson, Cal., ·m 
place of Henry E. Kay, resigned. 

COLOR.ADO. 

F. W. Mcintyre to be postmaster at Akron, Colo., in place of 
Mary .A. Clark. Incumbent's commission expired June 16, 1913. 

FLORIDA.. 

Themas C. Fletcher to be postmaster at Lake Butler, Fla., in 
place of Henry 0. Brown, resigned. 

El W. Irvine to be postmaster at Lake City, Fla., in place Qf 
David B. Raulerson, ::removed. 

·GEQ.BGIA. 

Gilbert B. Banks to be postmaster at Waynesboro, Ga.. in 
place of Siegfried Schwarzweiss. Incumbent's commission :ex
pired July 23, 1'913. 

Custis Nottingham to be postmaster .at Macon, Ga.. in :plaee 
of Harry S. Edwards, removed. 

ILL!NOIS. 

Michael P. Bergen to be postmaster at Gillespie, Ill., in place 
of John F. Ahrens. Incumbent's commission expired May .13, 

MAINE. 

Joseph E. Brooks to be postmaster at Biddefo1·d, Me., in place 
of Charles El Atwood. Incumbent's commission expired .Janu-
ary 11, 1'913. · 

Arthur L. Newton to be postmaster at Buckfield, Me., in place 
of .Alfred Cole, deceased. 

Albert F. Donigan to be postmaster at Bingham, Me., in place 
of Fred W. Preble. Incumbent's commission expired June 9, 
1913. 

MA.SS.A. CHU SETTS. 

Patrick Curran to be postmaster at Scituate, Mass. Ofilce 
became I>residential July 1, 1913. 

MICHIGAN. 

John La Belle to be postmaster at Grosse Pointe Farms, Mich. 
Office became presi-0..ential July 1, 1912. . 

J. F . .Matthews to be postmaster at Croswell, Mich., in place 
of Frank J. Battersbee, resigned. 

William ~. Nagel to be postmaster at Detroit, Mich., in 
place of Homer Warren, resigned. 

MINNESOTA.. 

H. E. Hoard ro be _postma.st~r at Montevideo, Minn., in place 
of Lewis 0. N-0l'heim. lncnmbent'.s commission expired April 5, 
1913. 

Emil A. Kurr to be posbnaster at Sauk Rapids, Minn., in 
plaee of John Burski. Incumbent's .commission expires July 
30, 1913. 

George Lien to be postmaster .at Granite Falls, Minn., in 
place of Mary J. Dillingham. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 9, 1'913. 

1913. · M:ISSI'SSIPPI. 

W. H. Olear to be postmaster at l\Iount Pulaski, Ill., in place B. F. Lott to be postmaster at Collins, Miss., in place of 
of Warren .J. Lincoln. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- Eugene E. Robertson, removed. 
ber 14, 1912. John R. l\Iemti'€1" to be postmaster at Biloxi, Miss., in place 

w. G. Cloyd to be postmaste1· .at B~ment, Ill., in plaee of G. M. Qf .I.a.mes 0. Tyler, removed. 
Thompson. Incumbent's commission expired January 14, 1913. . B. Y. Rhodes t~ be p~stmaster at West Point, Miss., in place 

J. E. Jontry to be postmaster at Chenoa, Ill., m pla.ce of A. 0. -of Edward Dezonut, re~gned~ 
Rupp, .declined. I NEBRASKA. 

Cleve B. Schroder to be postmaster at Vermont, IlL, in place ' John s. Callan to be postmaster at Odell, Nebr. Office be-
of George Kirkbride, declined. came presidential January 1, 1913. 

Myrtle E. Smith to be postmaster at Depue, Ill., in place of James w. Ca:i.·son to be postmaster at "Edgar, Nebr., in place 
Frank Fry, resigned. of :J. J. Wall~y. Ineumbent's commission .expired May 15, 1912. 

Philip H. Sopp to be postmaster at Belleville, Ill., in place of Frank C. Cooney to be postmaster at Overton, Nebr., in place 
Louis -Opp, resigned. -0f J-0bn A. Schleef. Ineumbent's commissi-0n expired April 23, 

J. V. Sperry to be postmaster ut La Ha.Tpe, Ill., in place of l9l3. 
Isaac F. Landis. Incumbent's commission expires August 4, William T. Cropper to be postmaster at Sargent, Nebt•., in 
1913. place of S. L. Perin. Incumbent's oommi'BSion expired l\far.ch 

INDIANA. 31, 1912. 
Charles H. Ball to be postmaster at La F.ayette, Ind., in place Charles P. Davis to be postmaster at Blad.en, Noor., in place 

of George P. Haywood, removed. of William L. Bennett, resigned. 
M. E. Maloney to be postmaster at Aurora, Ind., in place of Joseph J. Heelan to be postmaster at Mullen, Nebr., in place 

William H. Hathaway, removed. of Richard R. IcKinney, resigned. 
Michael Scanlon to be postmaster .at Boswell, Ind., in place of Isaac T. Merchant to be postmaster at Adams, Nebr., in place 

William s. Leffew, resigned. of H. L. Watson, removed. 
'IOWA.. 

William A. Cooper to be postmaster at Bayard, Iowa. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1913. 

Charles Daniel Huston to be postmaster at Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa. in place of W. G. Haskell Incumbent's commission ex
pired June 23, 1913. 

Otho C. McShane to be postmaster at Springville, Iowa, in 
place of James M. Burroughs, resigned. 

0. S. Shanklin to be postmaster at Marion, Iowa, in place of 
J. S. Alexander, resigned. 

John S. Sloan to be postmaster at Willia.ms, Iowa, in pla-ee of 
Charles M. Stevens. Incumbent's commission expired December 
14, 1912. 

George W. Norris to be postmaster at Beaver Crossing, Nebr.; 
in pl.ace ()f Georg-e H. Bord~n. Ineumbent's commission expired 
December 17, 1912. 

C. F. Smith to be postmaster at Elwood, N-ebr., in pl:-ace of 
Albert W. Searl. Incumbent'.s commission expired February 10, 
1913. 

0. R. Tweed to be postmaster at Bassett. Nebr., in place of 
C. El Stockwell. Incumhent's -c-0.m.missi{)n expired December 17. 
1912. 

NEW JERSEY, 

Henry N. Gillon. to be postmaster at Berlin, N. J. 
became presidential October 1, 1912. 

NEW MEXICO. 

KANSAS. .l.ohn A. Haley to be p()stmaster at Carrizozo, N, Mex., in place 
Mildred K. Johnston to be postmastei· at Meade, Kans., in of Arthur Jay Rolland, removed. 

place of James I. Stamper, resigned. NEW YORK. 

KENTUCKY. 

S. F. King to be postmaster at Winchester, Ky.., 
John G. White, resigned. 

William A. Hosley to be postmaster at Belmont, N. Y., in 
place of George l\I. Horner, removed. 

in place of Frank E. Ingalls to be postma.st.er at Brownville, N. Y., in 
J. D. McCoy to be postmaster at Greenup, Ky., in place of 

C. F. Taylor. Incumbent's commiss1on expired July .3, 1913. 
H. H. Poage to be po tma·ster at Brooksville, Ky., in place of 

Henry C. Metcalfe. Incumhent's commission expired July 13, 
1913. 

place of Fernando H. Reeves, removed. 
NORTH CAR<>LINA. 

J'. T. Diek to be postmaster a.t Mebane, N. C., in plaee o~ 
S. Arthur White, 'l'eSigned. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 
LOUISIANA.. 

Lear Mary Hesser to be postmaster· at Bona.mi, La. 
became presidential July 1, 1913. 

John M. Baer to be postmaster at Beach, N. Dak., in place of 
Office :r. Wells Brint.on. lncumbent's .commission exp:it'-ed .June 23, 

1913. 
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F. F. Burchard to be postmaster at Unh·ersity, N. Dak., in 
place of Thomas G. Johnsou, resigned. -

P. J. Filbin to be postmaster at Steel~, N. Dak., in p1ace of 
H. B. Allen. Incumbent's commission expired February-20, 1913. 

Robert A. Long to be postmaster at Drayton, .N. Dak., in place 
of Levi W. Patmore. Incumbent's commission expires August 
5, 1013. . 

J. H. McLean to be postmaster at Hannah, N. Duk., m place 
of Charles B. McMillan, resigned. 

l\Iyrtie Nelson to be postmaster at Bowman, N. Dak., in place 
of William H. ·workman, removed. 

W. W. Smith to be postmaster at Valley City, N. Dak., in 
place of William H. Pray, removed. 

OHIO. 

John Palsgro\e to be postmaster at Canal Winchester, Ohio, 
in place of Harry H. Dibble. Incumbents commission expired 
January 21, 1913. . . . 

William J. Prince, sr., to be postmaster at Piqua, Ohio, m 
place of Joshua W. Orr, deceased. 

James Sharp to be postmaster at Nelsonville, Ohio, in place of 
Pearl W. Hickman, resigned. 

F. C. Thomas_ to be postmaster at l\Ialta, Ohio, in place of 
Charles A. Tracy. Incumbent's commission expires August 4, 
1913. . . . 

Robert T. Whitmer to be postmaster at Thornv1lle, Ohio, m 
place of Solomon Rousculp. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 2, 1913. 

OREGON". 

Charles W. Ray to be po tmaster at Freewater, Oreg., in place 
of J. C. Pritchett. Incumbent's commission expired June 14, 
1913. 

PENN SYLVANIA. 

Robert H. Gracey to be postmaster at Glen ide, Pa .. in place 
of Sylvester C. Stout. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 9, 1913. 

Oscar El Letteer to be postmaster . at Berwick, Pa., in place 
of Jennings U. Kurtz. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 20, 1913. 

SOUTH CAROL~N A. 

B. K. Arnold to be po tmaster at Woodruff, S. C., in place of 
R oberta l\IcAulay. Incumbent's commi sion expired January 
12, 1913. 

NeYitt Fant to be postmaster at Walhalla, S. C., in place of 
E. l\J. Sloan, resigned. 

Richard W. Scott to be postmaster at Jonesville, S. C. Office 
became presidential J anuary 1, 1913. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. . 

· F. A. Nutter to be postmaster at Alce tcr, S. Dak., in place 
of Horace :M. Green. Incumbent's commis ion expired July 3, 
1913. 

Frank Wall to be postma ter at Selby, S. Dak., in place of 
Freel deK. Griffin, resigned. 

TENNESSEE. 

John T. Clary to be postma ter at Bellbuckle, Tenn., in place 
of William A. Anderson. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 16, 1912. 

TEXAS. 

Allie l\I. Erwin to be postmaster at Loraine, Tex., in place ·of 
Irvin w. Baker . .Incumbent's commi sion expired April 15, 1913. 

Cora Dell Fowler to be postmaster at Lockney, Tex., in place 
of Homer Howard. Incumbent's commission expired July 30, 
1913. . ·w. B. Junell to be postmaster at Cumby, Tex., m place of 
Charlie Smith. Incumbent's commis ion expires August 5, 1913. 

R. c. Matthews to be postmaster at Palestine, Tex., in place of 
George W. Burkitt, jr., resigned. 

Rufus w. Riddels to be postmaster at Electra, Te~., in place 
of Arthur N. Richardson, resigned. 

Carrie E. Smith to be postmaster at l\Jarble Falls, Tex., in 
place of Effie J. Cochran. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 10, 1911. 

N. E. Tucker to be postmaster at Mercedes, Tex., in place of 
Henry A. Appel, removed. 

VIRGINIA. 

Thomas Hall Davis to be postmaster at National Soldiers' 
Home, \a., in place of John C. Tucker. Incumbent's coI11¥1ission 
expired May 20, 1912. 

WASHINGTON. 

w. E. Overhol t to be postmaster at Farmington, Wash., in 
place of Jacob Blickenderfer, deceased. 

A. J. Shaw to be postmaster at Zillah, W::isll. Office became 
pre idential July 1, 1913. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Charles 1\1. Brandon to be postmaster at Follansbee, W. Va., 
in place of Mary Hateley. Incumbents commission expired 
June 9, 1913. 

Charles l\I. Brown to be postmaster at l\Jount Hope, W. Va. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1913. 

0. C. Dawson to be postmaster at Janelew, W. Va. Office be
came presidential January 1, 1913. 

WISCONSIN. 

G. W. Bishop to be postmaster at Wonewoc, Wis., in place of 
Amanda Price. Incumbent's commission expired July 26, 1913. 

George Burke to be postmaster at Thorp, Wis., in place of 
George B. Parkhill, resigned. · · 

William H. Campfield to be postmaster at Hancock, Wis., in 
place of Frank J. Wiley. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 18, 1913. 

Nicolaus Elmer to be postmaster at New Glarus, Wis. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

George B. Keith to be postmaster at Milton Junction, Wis .. in 
place of Charles S. Button. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 22, 1913. 

John T. Lee to be postmaster at Corliss, Wis., in place of 
James W. Simmons. Incumbent's commission expired January 
12, 1!)13. 

Louis Locke to be postmaster at Shiocton, Wis. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1913. 

John H. l\Ioller to be postmaste1· at Bruce, Wis., in place of 
George l\I. Carnacban. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 12, 1913. 

George Paquette to be postmaster at Shullsburg, Wis., in place 
of William Kuelling. Incumbent's commission expired Decem
ber 14, 1912. 

Simon Skroch to be postmaster at Independence, Wis., in 
place of Joseph l\I. Garlick. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 26, 1913. 

Franklin C. Watson to be postmaster at Owen, Wis., in place 
of Thomas H. Wylie. Incumbent's commission expired April 5, 
1913. 

CO:NFIRMA.TIONS. 
Bxecutii·e nominations confirmed by the Senate J tlly 30, 1913. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 

William J. l\IcGee to be Assistant Treasurer of the United 
States at San Francisco, Cal. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF i\IINT. 

Thaddeus W. H. Shanahan to be superintendent of the mint 
at San Francisco, Cal. 

APPRAISER OF l\.IERCH ANDISE. 

Ed E. Leake to be appraiser of merchandise in the district of 
San Francisco, Cal. 

CoLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

J ohn P. Carter to be collector of internal revenue for tbe sixth 
district of California. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William H. l\Jartin to be United States attorney for the east
ern dist1·ict of Arkansas. 

POSTMASTERS, 

GEORGIA. 

Alice B. Bussey, Cnthbert. 
H. 0. Crittenden, Shellman. 

INDIANA. 

Ernest E. Forsythe, Washington. 
KENTUCKY. 

F. A. Casner, Providence. 
OHIO. 

D. C. Brown, Napoleon. 
W. W. Daniels, Leroy. 
Custei: Snyder, Lorain. 
Charles G. Stroup, Lynchburg. 
Clate A. Wagner, Kenmore. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Charles H. Carter, Mount Pocono. 
Andrew C. l\I. Crozier, Port Royal. 
~J. B. Esch, Spangler. 
Henry w: Rinehart, Millerstown. 
John J. Ryan~ Centralia. 
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WASHINGTON. 

Guy .A.. Hamilton, Leavenworth. 
WISCONSIN. 

Adolph II. Dionne, Lena. 
T. J. Griffin, PTescott. 
John P. Rice, Sparta. 

WITHDRAWALS. 
Executi'l/e wmin,ations ioithdrawn from tlze Senate July 30, 1918. 

POSTMASTERS. 

OHIO. 

T. 0. Armstrong to be postmaster at Middle Point., in the 
State of Ohio. 

Albert l!. Sigle to be postmaster at Calla, in tbe State -0f 
Ohio. 

SENATE. 
fuuRSDAY, Jitly 31, 1913. 

Prayer .by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The J omnal of yesterday's proceedings was read and .approved. 

PETITIONS FO:R WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

l\Ir. CLAPP. Mr. President, in presenting petitions in behalf 
of the joint resolution designed to i·esult in the amendment of 
the Constitution with reference to woman suffrage it is not my 
purpose -to detain the Senate any illnger than to say a word of 
encouragement to those who have come here with petitions and 
those whom they represent throughout the length and breadth 
of the land. 

A few days ago the American Senate witnessed a strange 
spectacle, a spectacle that a few years ago no man in this ~~Y 
would have believed would ever have been witnessed within 
these walls within his own lifetime. During my own short 
sernce in this body I remember a plea I made for the right 
of the American people to elect their Senators, and it was met 
with scorn and derision by l\Iembers of this body, ·and one ·dis
tinguished Senator could show his contempt for the proposition 
in no other way than by leaving the Chamber. But a few days 
ago the people of Georgia having elected a Member of this body 
that Senator was sworn into office, the first in the history of 
this Republic elected by a -vote of th-e pe0ple themselves. And 
I want to say to the women who have come to Washington with 
these petitions, and through them and through this occasion 
to the women of America, that it tuok the men of America 
almost a century and a ·quarter to get the right to elect an 
American Senator. 

But, Mr. President, there is a law <Of human nature in free 
government that is as resistless as the law under which the 
tide ebbs and :flows. That law, briefly stated, is that if you 
give man the right to participate at all in free government you 
may throw around him every .check whi-eh human ingenuity 
'Cfill conceive and it will prove fruitless, foT he will bmn away 
those ehecks and balances and will reduce free government to 
its l.ast analysis, which is a government by the people. He will 
sooner or later bring himself directly in touch with the election 
of every officer connected with the gov-ernment, and he will at 
the same time develop those instrumentalities of government 
which will make those to whom authority is temporarily and 
for the time being delegated servants and not masters of the 
people, who create the office and select the representative. 

With that law in view and with the experience of the Amer
ican people in finally effectuating the direct election of American 
Senators, I want to say to the womanhood of America that 
whatever the fate of this joint resolution may be, whatever the 
fate of this -present movement may be, by that resistless law 
which I have referred to the time is not far distant, the time 
is inevitable, when the American people will confer upon 
American womanhood the only peaceable weapon known to free 
government for her own protection, for the protection of her 
property and t)le protection of her children, and that is the 
ballot. 

l\Ir. President, on behalf of the women of lVlinnesota I take 
pleasure in presenting these petitions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. CHAJ\fBERLA.IN. 1\Ir. President, it was my pleasure and 
privilege with a number of Senators and M-embers of the House 
of Ilepresentafrves to go to Hyattsvi11e this morning to meet the 
ladies who are the representatives of the seyerul States with 
petitions a king for the support of Oongress to Senate joint 
resolution No. 1. · · 

'This is ·one of the progressive movements of the age, Mr. 
President. I know that in days gone by the man who advocated 
w-Qman suffrage was looked down upon in the community in 
which b-e lived just as too man who -advoeated the direct elec
ti-on of Sena.tors by the people was looked upon :as .a man "fit 
for trea.sons, stratagems, and spoils.~' But a moyement which 
had for its purpose the direct election of Senators by the people 
has become a fixity in a law of Oongress. So the movement 
now which has for its p.urpose the enfranchisement -0f woman, 
although in some sections of our country it is bitterly opposed, 
will eventually become a part of national law just as it has 
become a part of the l.aw of several of the States. 

It is a movement which is absolutely certain of accomplish· 
ment, Mr. President, 'because it is Tight. There is no reason in 
the world why tbe women of this eoantry should not be per
mitted to exercise the right of sull'rag~ T:b.ey are the equais of 
men in all that ·goes for th-e making of a better State, and they 
are the superiors of men in all that goes to make for a higher 
and loftier citizenship. 

It can b.e ·safely said that in every State of the Union where 
a great moral question is invol\00 and wb~re the women h.a~e 
the right to -exereis.e the privilege -0f v-0ting, th~ w-oman ls found 
also on the right side, because her heart is in the home, her 
home is her shrine, and she strives rather f.or th-Ose things which 
will be better for the home life than for those things which 
may be best 'for the building up of a political party. 

I take great pleasure, Mr. President, :in presenting petitions 
from the people of my State, which has .only recently, after a 
battle of 30 years, enn·anchised the women. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the 
Oornmittee on Woman' Suffrage.. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Ur. Presidc.nt, I desire to add my tribute to 
the <eul0t:,uy lliat has been prGnollilced upon the women of the 
country ·by the Senator mom Minnesota Uir. ·CLA.PPl and t@ 
state my approyal -0f t:he position taken by the S-e.nator from 
Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN]. 

Early in Kansas there was extended to the women rthe privi
lege of voting in the clec.tion of ::;chool officers and in the control 
of school affairs. Shortly after I made that State my home I 
a ttend-ed a meeting for the eleeti-0n of school officers. I ob
served the farmers coming in from over the country with their 
wives to attend the meeting and elect the offief..rs who would 
con.trol the affairs of the schools for the coming year. It was an 
-election carried on in the most -orderly .&nd creditable manner. 
That was my first observation as to the operation of woman 
suffrage, and I thought then that such a policy was a very 
fitting thing. 

Later in our State there w.as extended to the women the privi
leg-e of voting in mu:nieipal affairs. That movement was re
sisted with great determination by the evil influences of society, 
and similar arguments to those ihat have been made against 
the present movement for woman's enfranchisement were made 
against the proposition to give them the right .of suffrage in 
municipal elections. But the right -.vas conferred, and the Te
sult has been a better condition in every town in Kansa.s than 
that which existed before this right was conferred. 

The influence of the women in the municipal elections of 
Kansas has been for the betterment of moral ccmditio.ns as 
well as business conditions in that State. It has made the 
polling place a more respectable pl.nee than it was before it 
was Tisited by their refining presence, and it has added to the 
intellectual as well as the moral u-plifiing -0f the municipalities 
-0f our State. 

After a struggle of 20 years and more, the friends <>f woman 
suffrage succeeded last year in conferring the right of suffrage 
universally in our State, and, judging from the experience ot 
the past, I know that it will have th~ same beneficial influence 
in State affairs th.at it had in <>ur school affairs and in Ol'lr. 
munieipal affairs. 

The State that withholds the right fr-0m its women of par
ticipating in the affairs of its gov:ernment is doing itself an 
injustice, bec..·rnse their participation in the affairs of the State 
will benefit e-very Commonwealth that enjoy.s that privilege. It 
has been my great plea.sure to campaicn. the States where 
woman .s.uffr.age has been extended, and I observed in the audi., 
ences larger numbers of women than in the audiences where 
the right of &nffrage bad not been extended; and for intelligent 
understanding of inh'icate economic questions they are the 
equals -0f men. You will find a larger percentage of women in 
your audienees in a State where suffrage is enjoyed by them 
who understanrl and ar.e informed in :i.·egn:rd to :the political s.nj_ 
complex problems that confront our civilizati-0n than you 
will men. I have no patience with the argument that they 
ha'Ve not the capacity to deal with questions relating to govern~ 
mental affairs. 
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